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U 15/19/2004-‘^N1t^.- ^ 1995 ■5^«TRRTtfV?! 1975 sftT tft^T (^cnfecT 

1. rHHfrrlRsiia yf^’^1 ^ TM ^ :~ 

(i) ■^. 1^.,^^. m CacMT^) (f^ Tr^<^gRi w t) aflr 

■^. ■qfrTH ry^PM+H '^■. %. ^ -m. (Md4T) (f^ i^d<^SKI ^ W t) ^ 

^ i ^ ( Wd«F) (PsT^ ^ ^ ^ "W t) ^ 1TT«3R7 TTP^T^ ^ 

^ 22 ^ ?T?W ■'Tie^ »?Tf^ ^ pT«?f^ ^ 37^^ t I 

(ii) TTfwft ^ ■^. ^‘diyi^'d 1^7’(Prqto) ^ M ^ P^^PH'+h -^. % 

^ -JFT. ( <lcHK4> ) aflT 4 %. ^ 4-2-2003 ^ STP^RJ^ ■?7. 37/1/2001 ^ 

^ 3757 ^^ ^TTRf 13TT I ^ 37RPT Ml<W[-'q^ W TR^cT 

®7T 'R^PTcT <jc^ 1‘^ Hi<:'i<l*lt <shi^ "^pT ■^. 0“i, P'iilfaet>/drMi‘^=h 

^VP^iR *1^ ^ I §'H4> 3icii<^i, 3-^14 ^ ^>t '41^ 3TRf^ ^TR dcHl^ 

Pt^Pt I 'Snf^ehiO PflM<. SHI yt^d 3TT^^ '41*^ 3pT "57^ 

Mlddftsft PrJTZT ^ pRR 22 ^ ^ 37^;^ ^R# ^ 37lf^ I 
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(iii) ^ W ^ t ^ ^ f (R^jldch) ^ ^fo 

i f|^3rR ^0 f^O. ^ (vdd^Kcb) ^ ^0 

j Rl^PlcbH ^0 f^O; ^ (Pl’^fdcfj) |[RT %T? ‘nV ^ 3TTETR ^ 

j MIciHM ^ f^Rm 22 ^ 3i?r% 25 . 8.2004 ^ 3Tf?^?JcRT 15/19/2004 - 

1 

(ivj ^ ftm ^ ^ ^ #fn STf^f^RR, 1975 ^ 

69 ^ 3RT^ 3TI^ ^ ^ 3TRRT ^ ^ ^ 

^ 2 fr f^RT^r jrrf^tcFTT^ ^ 4/2/2003 ^ 3 if^ tiTR-MRuilH ^0 

37/1/2001 ^ ^ Rnij^vHK R[^ Retold! STI:- 

(^F5) ^ 3Tc[Rr ^ ^ V ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cf?m^ ^3^ vHHM ^ ^ ^ sfT; 

(^) ‘HR^RI ^ c||>wRd def t; 

d) ^ d^r WT d ^ ^ t ^2T[ ^ d ^nTrid ^ cftrut ^ t i 

(v) d'<d>K ddr^^ dd^ ddd^R ^ 3T£^M 69 ^ SIcdcT 3TTd 4Td 

ddRich d Rft \ ^ t ^ d dk 

dfddRT ^ 3 {Rndt ^ d 1.5.2003 dt ddij^Rn do 73/2003- 

dt.-^. ^ ^ 3 rddfT TOdrd ^ftt? ^ dt errd^ 3 Td^ 2-5-2002 d 
Micindd ^PTRn sn 1 

(vij dd^d d Mie^dd Rkm ^ RRm 22 d 3 t^w dk 1 -5-2003 ^ 3 ifd?jTFTT do 

73/2003 dt.-^. ^ e?iH d ^ ^ dd ?R5 do W 

d^ t ^ ^ ^ (fdTjkr^) ^ dd? do fl^arR d^Tcd4 fddd^; ^0 fdo, dk 
(v^e^kch) dk do dkH fddd^ do fdo; dkr (fdd^) 

^ fd^ TTTT fd^tw^/Tdfdd^ d fdddt d ardfm fd^kw dt 

fdidd?T dr df; 

(vii) fdxT d^RRJ d 30 fd^^, 2004 dr 3 TfdqxRT do 102/2004-dt.'5. wd dr 
fdRfd 3 R?T 6 iicil d THST-THST ^ 3 ^|c|yi«i fd^TT ^mi fd PtR'^ yiRic| 7 |'^ gRT 

^ ddrm fd^ wd do fd^sTR drdn kkfdw do fdo, dk 
v:5^iRd dr^ do w ^ t ^ ^ t (R^keb) d 

dk d^ dr^RT ^dr fdkfd^ do fdo, dk ^ fddfdR dkr^^ 

dkR 3ffdfdRR d 3TszTreT 69 d 3k»k 3Tk 3ddtfd^ d 
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^ ^ cm? 3Hf^ M'^UI 

c^ ^ I 

(viii) 3TefmT, tRq? (mfer ^ ^ ^ Mie^^ ^ 

^ ^2TT d^-t^rgkw) 1995 c^ 22 ^ ^-fWr (2) 
gRT 5m^ ^rf^Rfr ^ jRtm ^ ^ ^rcftr ^ RR^e ^ 

w^-qRuiTHl cTsn 3Tf^rgw ^0 73/2002-^.^. 1-5-2003 w ^ 

C^ ^ ^ f^rofzT feRH gRT >3^ ^«TT ^ ^R^WH f^chlcl 

^ cm? 4o f^3TRT fWm^ ^0 f^O. ^ W. (?3cqm^) gRT 

Rf^f^d 3^k ^0 T^ ^i, ^ ^ f (f^^ldch) ^ 4o 

e?j7fr f^^f^lcR{ ^0 f^O, m fMfcfcT ^ 

^ oTl'-'Tcf iTRcT W cf^ Mld^'M ^;c^ ^ 

^2TT 3rnt ^ f^ sTRifctcT ^ 3Rr^ ^ 

3T#T 3fk 1/5/2003 ^ ^0 73/2003 - c^ ^ >H^lf^lc1 

HIC'1'<)Hft ?J^c^ c^ c^ <IKc^ ^ I 

(ix) ]TTf^m?T^ ^ RJ f^ ^ cfR^ C^ 611^ ^ c^ JTTf^chlRzil ^ 

cfk 3ft7 ^ flcm^ irrfM ^ ^ sml^ (srqf^^ 1 

f^TcW, 2004 ^ 28 ^TR^, 2005 cm?) ^ ^?RTTf$r ^ 40 1M ^ ^iftcR ferf^ ^T 
3m^ ^ mm ^ am^iamFT I 

(x) 5fTfim?T^ ^ ^?JxRT W^ ^0 ft^3TH Rl^f^lchH ^0 fc^O, ^ 

^.Tpq. (^c^m^), 40 Rl^f^IcbH ^0 fc^O, ^ ^.W. (R^?dcb), 

^ 3tm? ^ 3fr ^ ^ fMcm? ctstt 

iTRR czm^ (T^ t ^) MYHicicf] c^ ^ yrfcT 3fk ^0 

^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ (f^icm>) ^ fMcm^ jTHm^ ^ W yfcT ^ i 
jTTf^rn?!^ ^ xn^ Rif^ ^ jRfr^RTsJ wm ^ 3^k 

3M^zm?crT5^ 'dc^uNH I mteiit ^ 4o ^o f^o, 

^ ^.IM. (v3c<JKch), ^0 "qp^Rm eZfTt Rl^f^lchd ^0 f^o, ^ ^.w. 
(f^zj)dcb) 3ftY 4o 9^, ^ t, ^ XT I (Mem?) gRT ^R^^ 3ltM 

^ ^c^uNH Mr I 

(xi) c^ PreM ^ My M ^ 3 mPr e w 3 Ts^^^^ i MrmY. 2004 

28 ^T?Y^, 2005 ^ cf5t t I 

(xii) 3TTMPt ^ 3/6/2005 ^ MM MrM >5JHcjl4 ^ YT^ flcT^’ mfM ^ 

3m^ fcRTR ^ ^ ;r^ cfR^ cm 3 Tcrr wm Mr i ^ 

Mr ^?y^ ^ mfM ^ MPr ^ ^ 
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I 

1 ^ ^ Tpjn 9JT I mfM ^ ^ -ift ^ ^ sft % t 

^rfM c2Tcp^ ^ 5[t%zrT ^ ^ 3fk ^3 tr, ^ ^ l 

(xiii) ^ 6(7) ^ 3^3^ f^f^R f§d«lc^ TEfM 5r^ W?cT ^ 

3i^il4'^d 3f^ ciicjl 'dl4'dPict7 '+)|^el 3r3^?T cf>^ tK R'^laTW vdMcl*^ cfj^T^ | 

: (xiv) *** ^ 3#'^3;tFn x^fM ^ ^x[%t 3TmR x^ 

cf5T t 3ft7 ^ f^f[l3^K ^ ^ ETTF t I 

xnfM mi 3ft7 e[TO ^ xfrir^ TrtftcT ^ 3^7 

^ EFE SIT t 

;?5. X5?qTg 3lk ^ 

: 2 . W ^ ^ X5 ?x^t^ xjef ^T W-I%eit% f^^^txr^/rfffME t I 

X5cXTR 3fk ^EER ^ ^ ^ 'jft xn5 ^ ^ f j 

E? f^ijl -^jfTdT % % dCjVl gRT vid^lRd f^^W^I^'S/M^lRield Cl$c^ f^RTEt ^ 3Ts} 

^ 40 t^TET^ XTi|^ xfe I, ^ XT f (f^RTfcR?) ^ Xirf^: 40 f^3[R 

;f^^f^|chd ^0 f^O. ^ XiR,7TU[. (dd^ldch) 3fk 4o Xf^T^ ^ift Ri^plchd E>0 f^O; ^ 

; 3R.xm. (Pi^Idcb) mi E?r viE ^ ft^tx^E^/xfrfME ^ 'we " t i 

xj^cilcKi SEE ^ ^ 3Trf^rEE^ EF ETE^ ^ 1% E^tETE ETTcT RilKl41d X5?ETE E^ ^ 

Xjef Efra tf^ 3rf?[ftEE 1975 ^ 3^SEE 69 ^ 3f?rfe Efl^d X5RTE 

3TSlk 'f^^E>[^^/4'irficH ^TF^' ETET EET t I 

E. f^del^ Eaff gm CZI^ feiR l?E wft vETeT 

iE.1 ^ fefR 

; 3. ^ f^TXR ^aE E^t ^^?^EE ^ WtE ^ f^Hf^fed ^ v5^ EX?:- 

(E>) t ^ ^RT ^ flER d41aE EE 3r3^E Rdi<E 24.7.2004 E^ f^RT EET, vjicif^ EF 
25.8.2004 ^ 3Tf^R ^ 3EET I EE^ER ^ ftlXR ^ E^ ET^ E^ 

EF 3Tf^R ^ E^ ET I ^ ftlXR RxftaE E^t ^ sft, EEf1% 

ElEik ElfetEE^ ^ EEa[, EEE -jft. E^ ETElff 5R^ E^ E^t E^, 
f^RT^ EF ^ ^ Exftm E^ Ecff E^ 1%f?mcf EE % TtJE %ET 

EET t I 
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(^) ^ ^ ^^r ^ jnrm ^ ^ 

2003 ^ ^ ^ t 1 XJ^ ^ ^ 3n^ ^ 

3{T^ 3Ti7^ 5Kr ^ ^ ^ jnrm ^ f^twr jptm xt^ ?T«n 

^^55?T?T JTRlW Tf^ 35R^ XjfT >H^) 2TT 1 XJ^ ^ 4^4T Sl^cjt ^ 

?RT ^ ^ W3[ t I cTsJrft x?^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ M^id XjfRcfn^ ^ t ft’ ^ *f^ % 3T^M ft’>Sl ^ 

3fftiiftd t, ^ X3im ^ '1^^ ?rTfter STT 1 

(XT) ^ ^ ^ 3Txflft?tRT ^ ftp? mft^ ^ ^dn^<Jj X^ smTTft 

c^ crSTT 4 ^ ^ ^ 4trr |t ^tft^ 3TSm "xcmir^ 3TTXP 

STT^" ^XT^ ^ 7TX!n I IIF X5Tm ^ ^ ftp? ft? ^ 3TT%^ ^T 
^ ogcl^il ^r f 3T2rgT XT^ ^ ePTTXx xj^ ^ ep^ ^ ^RTT^fT ^ ^ t I 
M'Wlftd xrrSTT ^ ^ ^Tlft^ ^ vJXTef^ ^ | 

(^) cJjf^T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftRP^ ftxrtd^, ciTlMI^I ^'eTftd t, 

xf^ XT^ t ftRP^r JTlft^ ^ ^ 3T2m XJTTW ^ xj^ 3ft1^ 

cT^ xT|g^r ir XT^ I 

(^.) e^ ^ WTT>r ^ cbliS<t)cHlMl ^ ST^ STSraT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ilfft 3TT^ ^ xf^ ftxT xjXT y^THMoil ^ vTd^ ^ ^ ?T^ ft^T 

2TT ft? TOft ^ 2002 ^ ft?^ 2TT ?T2Trft MtlldH 2004 

^ ^ft?^ sn I 

(^) ft^ 22 ^ 3rpK XRXfTTd ft^cTi' ^ ^ ft^cf? xn^x^ irif^H ^ ^8T^ 
ft^rt^ ^ ftp? ^?^ 'ticr>ai % I 4^*fR vjTNt ^ad ^ ^ ^ Ri|*l 22 ^ 
xj4 !?ldT ^ d^'^i ctn^ ^ xT^dTd xp^ x^ftr*? ^ ^ ^T^ ^ 'd<y>^ 

^ I ^ siiMT^ cTsn v3djrc{ch ■'a^^fJTft ^ fMd^ ^ ^ ^ftrxx X^ ^ 
3mT ^xfr ^ ^r % JT^^ ^ ftp? xp^ jpftR ^ ^«m? fterf^ xf^ ft?^ xpin 
8TT ^?itft? ^ ^r ^ jTc^ ftr^rfcf xj# ft>?rT «n i ^em? xrrexr inf^ ^ 

ftgkxT ^ jRjtvjRTsJ, ^mrx^ ^ ^ t XT ft? ^ ^r xrtrftrd g5tRcft ^ 
STTHTTXJ XT^ STTtnftd #PT I 
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^ ^ 3 IR f^O ^ ^ cf 5 T 

t fkm ^rtteiT ^ ^^nSTTcT ^ ^ ^ ^rm % vsiht 

BT^I^Ict STT % ^ ^ ^r g'ioM^flJI ^ ^ e^IH 4 ^ ^ flltR PRlid^i’ ^ ^ 

l3cqT^ 3TSM Pl^'dctJ ^ ^ 8TT I 

m 22 ^ ^ fim ^ 3 iT^ fim ^ 

^ Eiw ^ ^ "^raKTT 8n 1 Tnf^m>Tt ^ ti^^ ^ ^ ^ if^ amm 
ar^ciij^cb mm Rtjlf^d armf^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ti^ # l 

w 3;^ ^ ^ ^ a^ift ^ #?PT afsim ^ ^ 

^^?PT I^PR ^ aimf^ch" ^ sft I 22 ^ fMt ami 

^ f^, ^ ^ ftm ^ ^ ^iftTel ^5^ ^qr^cTT t, tTT^ ^ 

# yiilj^disj armf^ ^t^it mi jt^pt t 1 "arFrf^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 

^ ^ ^T%TT aiT^f^ ^ ^ aik ^ 1 %^ ^ ^ ancrflrc^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 511 ^ ^cirftq I m\ 22(2) ^ ^ ^ aiicb^d ^ ^ 

>H^ ^ armR q? sif^ ^ f^ uhht t i dcM^^-did 22(2) ^ ^ 
fnj^ ^ TkfM ^ kffe: ^ Pi^fm ^ ^ amiR #^73^ 

fWn feRT ^ fen WT t amm gnr f^ wr 11 

4. ^ ^ t fe ^ % cnwT akicZT^w 

^ nfe nnr 11 ai1^f^;nnT 28/2001-^.^. (nn^) A ^ w^.m. arsJcJTciw 

^ ^ fenr ^ t I kffe: nrfem^ mddM fenmn^ ^ kr 8 Rn^idl ^ t^h 
n? ^ femrn^ ^ kr 1 ^ e %5Rf ^ m t l T^^rr^ee^j^ ^ xr^npk 

n^dN^ cfjj vjTi'^ fen afk ci^dei c-qim^ ^^rff ^ Hcth fen 1 

^ ^ nr^ ^ R^nprf n^nm# nn ^^5^ n# fem aik^^ ^ ^'Wnt n^nrn^ 
^ ^tK fe? I 3^ mi^m c^ ai^'dK ^ 41 d "^.n^. ^ czn^n^ •grfi' cfn vj-d^ nrE aftR 

anjk s^Ti-^ ^ n^aff ^ vadn^ nm nmkn nW ^ feik^r ^ ^rk ^r fergn 

kron^ i 

5i i^6i d<T> ferfeRn m\ m?h "^k^ vjeiVi ^ cf>?t ^ fe onmk n^n kRrtcR> 

^ aFiki ^dR ^ aidJj^ liMknn mi ^ fe^ t; fe c^fem ^ rrht ^ 

TiMkfe ^ ^ ^ WT TR^n n# fe? t; fe ^ ^ nn cr^ ^ Fnr fe 

vsiront, dk 4 ferfemr mi mm fenr nm t afk wkt k 313^1% 4 t n^ t, 
^ t I an^c^dfr ^ fenfkfen ^ fepftn nn ^ fenr t :- 

(i) ^diR IcRRUT n^r fenftn ^ n^ t i n^tfkn ferfei ^ ^q t 1 vadR 
k ferfenn dRdk ^ ckf mm cnnq Tq # l k'jsfed n 5 t feYd draft mu fizfki 
fen m 4 i ^ alk nR fekt nnnR n^t ntnfeidT nn mm d^ fem rt^rtt sn 1 ‘niRd nft 
n 5 t n^ ^ nmk 4 ■gfen/nnd 4 wi^ki ^ qk nn ^R-fepftn w vaMd^r n# 
qnrt I 









: 3TOmir>r 


7 


(ii) ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fl^ wMt sng ^ \ wff, 

^rshr ^ ?TS7T ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

11 

(iii) I^xl^ee^^ ^ MR[^ |t! g -1 ?T^ 2 ^ W >dMd*l ^ t I 

vi'dlT^ vi'dlT^ W ^51cT 3nt^ ^ ^ ^ %7%rc!T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TWT I 

W ^ ’ft iflM-ft^l ^ # I mRR|«<; 8^ ^ vSTTWrft ’ft ^ 

^ ^ ’if t sfR" ^ 51^ ^ ’ft ^ #. f^'H'fl 

^fcft^T ^ I 

(iv) ^ ^^>^^3^ MlMi^ciy ^ ^ ’ft ’Tft?%r ^ ^ # sflr ^ ^ ^ 

^T^riftT ft ftt ^ ^ # I Wftt MR'HW^Rjiil ft ^ fftft^ ^ ftftST ft 

^ ftt’if t I ^ d?IT ^«nftt mR'AmRi^I ^ vflcIHctjId ftt ^ 

^ t I ’TR^ ^ ^ ’if tft^ft ^ ’TFT^ ft ^f^/lTM dWI^vjfi ^ ijft ^ ^ ft^fttqftk W 

viMdSI ^ cb^Wf ^ t I ^ t-ft^ W ’ft 'dMH8^ ^ ^RPn "TRIT t I 

(v) >H1HI-^ ’TFT ^ ft. 4 ^ ft ft ^^HTIT # fft? tftTjftr ^ 

5TT^ ^ fTJ I cf«TTfft v5^ fft^M ^ ^ 4FTftt ^ ^ t I ’TT^ 

^ ftftr ft ST^ftftt ^Fftftftr cRH 3RI ftftft?T ^TFqfftftr, ftT ftftfft^ vJFTT^ ^ fftfftFfuT ft 
ft^ t ^ ^ftTT^ ft. Tcftro ft. 3n1ft ^ ftftg ft >HlHI-y ’TT^ ^ ft. 5 ^ ^ 

^ t I ft. 4 ^ ft ftftfft?T cZlR^ ^ ^-ft^ Tift, •^rnr ^ ^ 

ulHch l ^ ^ ftt ’if t I vJdliqcb ft 9 ft Trsu^tfeT ?Tftft> ft cFftcjFT ti^ ^ 

fftWTTFFfj eZjfRl ^ fft?JT t I 

(vi) WTT^ v^xi>d6c^ftl Tfn mRRics I ^9rtm t % ftt^-^ftkr ^ ^ 414 cTT^ sff, 
cqiHi'^ ^ftt ^ 'dTf^ ft ftt^-^-ftRr ft Fra' 172 ell^'^ q^il4 ^ ^ I 

(vii) 'dCHlqqj ft ^ ^ ft mRRi'^C S’! ft Piqlcl ^ftFcf ^ viTTWTft ftt ft, 

TlfftW ft 3T^ ftftr ^ fft^rf^T ^tFd ^ ^ uiHchl^ ^ ftt ’Tft ft. ’TT^ ^ 

3TRI ft?fr ^ fft^ftcT cfftFcT ^ vJlMcbi^ ftt Wft 3Tftf^RT ft, T3cft^ R’qi ^1^1 ft I 

MRRite 6 ft arftfer ^sriwift ^ ’TT^ ft ftt ’ift ft, IftRT tr ^ ftrquft Cf5^ ^RTwr^ ft I 
(viii) ^ ft ^ ^ ^ n 5^ ^ ^nRd ^ JlRlJ^ld ftfriftt^ W ft I 

^ ^ yRj^id ftfTFftTi ^ ^ v3rr ^rfft ft cfftw ^ ^^riftt ^ w^tct ^ ^rftfftcT ^ ftr 

3fR- 71? vjlMcbl^ qiRl(^4> ^ ^ 'dRcid^^flcH ^ ftt I ^3^ ^ ft fftj ITT^ ^ 3F^ ftfft ^ 
fftTjffft^ cR^ ^JTFFT ft sfk ftft ^ ^ ^ ft ^ IR^d Wi\ ft I 

ttRRt^ 3 ft fftsiffftd ITT^ ft vJlMchl^l IR^d ^ ^ ft I T3^ ’TT^ ^ 3F^ 

ft^TT ^ 1ft>TT 7H;7 P|q\^ ^ ft^-^R vjll'iq^l'?) Mqid ’iftt ^ ft I 

(ix) ft OTft ^ TT^, ft., ft. ^ ^-ft^ TT^ ^^TPIT ft 

afR" FRT ftt.aft. ftjcRT ft. ^ ft I ^ ^ 3TTft^ ^ 3TftW ^ 24 v5cT7ft,2004 ^ 
TFF> 3nft7 IftcTT 8ITP^[4ft ^2TRTft d?IT ^ ft fftsTiiftd cfR^TT ft; i€i 

25 3TTOT, 2004 ^ 3TfftT^ ft 3TRIT f^S^ftfft nm ^ cf>T fc|W>T 3T«Tm 
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^ t I ^ ^ 1M^ ^ ^ m «fhir ^ t sik 

(x) ^ >fT*ften ^ an^ io arror, 2004 ^ iRg^r ftnrr '^mr l an^ 

^ araileT 23 ^Jent, 2004 ^ a?f^Tt^ ^ «TT, cFzf(% ^3^ ^ 

a?^j^ ^ 24 2004 ^ a»f^ ^ amiT I an^^cf^r ^ ^ 

^| f^cirar ^TFTi^ ^ TpjafRT ^ ^ i€t ^ ^ 

arr^. flrafe f^cRq ^ ^ 8n I 'zrerf^ ^ fepj w 

^ jnf^ ^ Mm ^ ^ ^ t, trenft cfszr ^ eon ^ a^ifim t ^ 

1 Mm> ^ ^ t; am: ^ 3qf^'45 FifuR ^ PmkoT ^ vi4^uhi 4 ^rmFT 

^ ^ ^ an^nkcT f l 

(xij) ^ ftcqfM ^ ^ ^ af)?T t Rm 22 ^ aRHfe 

3Ti4l^rq5 ^ ^ t ^ ^ f^ratF^/^Fnqq?, ^ trm^rM 

OT^iT ^ ^ Mim ^ I arr^ ferr t ^ fitm ^ mM 

^ffrtaft wrt ^3^ ^ ^ araUr ^ ^ Mi<i^M crm ^onw 

aft^j ^ ^ 1^ w^m %5 amt ^ vjmpn l art^ 

WT witeT^ m ^ w t ft^rtcra? arq|qr 

Ifht J ^ ^ amf^ ^ amf^ ^r RmRr ^ qjpfr ^ ar^t^n ^ 

Krl t I ^ ^ Rrf^ yif^chi^ FHT w^tcRur 1^^ ^ ^ 13(% 7) ^ arRmrf 

anjot^f; am: ^ ftm air^ ai^<trR cf?^ aii4?i((^-1 i 

^.i( f^Md<»/>a^rc!<b ^ 


^ f^Mf^fe'd arg^T t :- 


5P 


(i) , an^ ^ t ^ OTRT trit an^ ^ fim ^ ^ 

^ tm ^ an^ ^ ^ ^ ajf^ ^ ^ an; ^ t, 

i[^njan^q^ ^ niRranM ^ f^nicn 12 3rTO[, 2004 n>t # amf%n arjn^ ^mm n>^ 

nnr <Tr, alk 3mf%n ar^^frcjn n5t ^rflr jnftmn^ ^ % 5 r^ nk ^ ^ I 

^ SR^nq^ ^ ^ ^Tq> nn ^ ndT %nT t 1 jftnr^ nn nm, nnm^ nsn 

Mrf^|f>r>! n? ^ fen nnr t. ^ ^ ^ aifen t [ ^-nfeftn nn ^ 1 nan 2 ] 1 

n?«RT ^ a?g^ n^ ^ ^ Fm? nn ^ Tdr ■q^rtnr ^ t I 

(ii) nFl an^ enrmr nm t fe arfecn fern 22 ^ narrtfim nM ^ nf ‘ 4 

aT^Tn>a ^ t fe nF ^nftsn ^^jarm ?mf n>t ^ cp^ f 1 zr^ ^rkm n^ 

t, ^ifjftfe arfen^ ^ arcm-aTem ^rfen ir^gn fe^ ^ fe ^ nm^ ^r ^ 
amf^ ^ n^aft nn ferfn fenr an, ar^^n^ ^ emn? n^ 

afrz: jnF 1^ ^ ^ fertnn? amr vjcmkcp ^ '^rqfer -pngr f, fupra§t ^npfr ^ 

aT^kfjinfenrfen^n^rt^ ^^n^t ^ nm^kt^ femm# 

^ nfe^'cH l^. cfr ^ ^Rim ^ ^ 11 









[^FTl—Tsprg 1] 




9 


(iii) ^5^ >3^ ^ ^ 3n#T wm\ % ^ ^ ^ "zn 3TT^ ^ ^ 

^ (i'Wlciui ^ ^ I ^ ^ t % ^ feifed 

^ 3TT^^r #Tf aif^qr^ ^ m 3tk 1^ ^ ^r^qf^rfcr ^r 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRTT ^ ^ ^ fM 

WT ^ I ^ 3n#T cFTFIT W t % 3TT^ ^ WT ^ ^ czrf^^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t f^RT^ Pl^Idch 3tk vJt^ldcb ^?RflRT # I ^ 

3TT^^ ^ ^frW '% W ^[cFTT ^ t I ^ STRtq eTTOT W t ft> 

TpnT>5T3TR ^ cl^jHM ^ ’^ralRld ^ ^ ^ 

2004 ^ amr^ afk f^raW ^ wftcT w sn i ^ ?t92t ^ chMf^iil 

2004 ^ ^ WftcT sft ^ ^ ^ t % ^ ^ ^strJT 

Mied'Jtfl ^ 514^ t I 

(iv) ^ 3n%r eFW W t % vid^Kch 3tk Plijidch ^ ^ fl^ ^ 1^ ^ 

^ ^5tTT?r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rnmr t i ^ ^r 

31'ti4f^d ^?TT3ft ^ ^ m 3tk cbK^MI ^ ^ >HHM ^ ^ 

3ft? ^ XH^Rm vdcMKcht 3<k R^Wf ^ ^ 3T^ c^tw I ^ 3TT^ cFTRT W 

t 3TT^ ^ ?nsi 'm?cT ^ 5R^ ^ if ^ jtRPT ^ ?T^ t I 'm?cT ^ 

sTRfRr^ ^ ^ ^ xT^r^sn? ^ ^^)3n?T ^ xRfrxsRnsJ 3^M^ij4>di t i 

^3n^ c^TTRTT w t xnRr^ ^ Rm^cr TTRfTaif ^ 

^ ^ ^ 1^ W t r^H^n 3T^qf^TRr ^ ir 3TRt^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ?T^ t I ^ ^ ajcrw ^ t % jnRt^ ^ ^ ^ 

^5^ ^ ^TToTT? SlRm? ^ Pl(?^d -^ddH ^ 3lRr^ I 

(v) ^ ^ t % xTri^ie^ 3tk^ ^ ?R€r ^ 3TOT Tnf^ 

^ Rrtrt?^ ^ vin ^rwr t ^ ^ ^Rgaff ^ Rm^cx ^ t; 3tk 
^ ^ medM Rrw^ ^ aicrfe c^ ^ if yi^f^d wttri ^ ^ ?t^ 

^ ^ PitiWui 1^ xin ?T^ t 3tk ^ #?r ^r u^if^d ?tftp^ ^ ^ 

wr ^ I Rm 22 ^ vjiNitfiH ^ ^ " RriW tu 

^ 3TOT- 3TcFT ^ f¥fm ^ aj^W t I ^r, Plijtdcb ^ t 3tk 

^ ^ ■'ITR^T ^ ^3Tf g>T ^ ^ W t I 

3 TcrraT tf^ sxRrRm 1975 a?t ^ 9^ (i)(^) ^ 'Hihm ^ ^ 

w t aft? f?T^ " RmW ^ "zn * g>T 1^ w t ^ " Rrat^rax ^ 

^ ^ I ^ticp 3fHraT, 'Jii'ditfl'i Pi^^la ?ft^ ^ x^ ^^'tacii "t f^RT^ ' 

^Ht Pl^^tdcf? ~ ^ * ^fllPjel ^ I dc<^>Hl>ll, v5c)xj >^^<gcll 

^ Xjg? iJ8Tc^ iTT^^ tTTRpT a)t^^^t3tk^f^ ?nRreT >dcMKch 3<k 
Mm> ^ 3Tcm- 3Tem ^ 1 


2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDiA: EXTRAORDINARY 


Part i— Sec. 1 


(vi) ^ ^ ^ 11% ^ ^ ^ ^crrftv ^ 

^ ^ VTM ^ ^ 1 sTTct^ ^ 1 ^ i ^ 

srite ^ ^ ^ ^ # f^TOPT ^ ^ ^ W t 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3TTcr^ VTM ^ ^ ?pff ^ ^fPPTT I 
;5^ ^ ^ f^TTihl ^ W ^r ^ ^ t I 


(viji) ^ 3T5^r£T t ft> ^ ^ 3T^^ W^^ldcf] 

^1 v3xR 3R^ ;R5^ 1%^ ^ t 3lk 3TrfMt^ ^T ^ ^ ^ 

v3^ ^ cFrmT w t ?T£nft, w^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3m f I 

(v|ii) 3arfech1 ^ ^ sM ^ ^ cRTT^ ^\m srj^rti 

f^zn t I M^^Hidoi] ^ Tftq^ ^r ^fkr- ^rmR m ^ arrcpr?; ^ srrf^ 

1^ "fp? t 3#k ^ ^ ’TNcT ^ ^ tTTTt^ ^r •gl^/PFM ^TcTuil ^ 

W t cZUTOlftcP ^ ^ VlT^^^cH ^xPTTj ^ ^ t f^RT^r 

^iviTR'i ^qxTSfie^ ^ ^ ^ wr ;jft^%rcii m ^ 

W t I ftM ^ ^r ^JxHT ^R^cT ^ ^ t I cR^t^Rr fcRRuft 

f^wn^iiil' ^rfnpfRr 51 ^ ^ ^pirtt w t ^Kffftp -^r et^pp^tt^ c^rf^ eR^ ^r ^ ^ t 
f^^jpmr ^ ^3TO?Er ^ ^ sTro^m^n ^ t 1 


(ix) ^ 1 3fr? 2 ^r F^ffer- #amR ^ ^ ^ 3jk 

^ ^gxRT ^ ^?TRm 2^P 3frf qRf^jtcl 3 ^ ^3-q^ ^FRRTT W STT t ^ 

Mtolte 1 ^ 2 #^r ^ ^RsOT t ^ X-lk|c[R 3TmR ^ f^, ffRP, ^3?TT^ 

3Tt^ ^ "^Rs^TT 3Trl^ ^ oqtcRnl^ ^ ^ 

3rt?jf^ ^cpT^ftcF ^ t m\ w^ ^jxRT ^ 'pm ^ Tfppft^ ^ ^ 

^ 11 


(X) WF ^ spfMtej am ^ ^ 37 ^ ^ 'ft w t i 

IRT ^[5^ wnSt ^ ^ ^ ^tW^rp w ^ ^T^PcPRftp afR^ncRnftr^ 
>i^lf^l<^ ^JxPTT ft ^ t 3fR Vj^ f^qfRl ftf ^ ^ ffRIT W t I ^rRf^ 8^ 
^ m k ffRPT ^ t ^ ^ cFFTcfr ^ 0.19% ^»TR^ ^ 

^aft ^ efmn ^ ^Ftfer t ap^ f?ff ^aft ^ cFptcT 

96.81% t I 





[MFTl—1] 
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(xi) t€i ^ Hif^ch ^ ^ srmtpt w t atk ^ skr 

^ ^ 1 ^ 2 ^ ^ feiT ^ t 11^ ^ >3^ 

HimrRm? ^ ^ ^ ^ gjm ^ ^ ^ ^ m\ 11 

(xii) ^ ^3^ ^ t ^3^ ^ ^JofcT: ^ ^ vStwft ^ 3T5W 

t I ^ ^ cRMJ Vl^tf^ ct^ i ^ M^TluR’ijr t ^ 

^OTcfR ^ 3T5^ f 1 

(xiii) XTrT^ee^ ^ ^ 3T^T oijfqiR^'t cf^ ^ cf)^ t I 

3RT: q^<5ce^ SRI IR^ #SiqR ^ ^ SRI 51^ ^SRTR ^rfki ^ ^ 3lf^ 

t I 

(xiv) 3R^ M ^ ^ ^tRIT qRfll^ 2 ^ 5R5^ ^ ^ t qkf^ 3^ ^ ^ 

M ^ ^ t cF!ff% WTRa ^ ^ kmkiJTR} 

'iflqiJi^cch 3lt^PiqH C^ ETRT 9^(1) ^ ^^R^kRUT (q)(ii)^) ^ 3RJ ^ 'jfkR ^3krrf 
cfkRT ^ TPJH t I 

(xv) ^ ^ 3Tq^ ^r^REiR^ ^ ^ sfk ^RRmkcrr ^ ^ ?k ^ "q^q^^ren 

qq srm t ^ f^rfir sik ^R?n ^ ^|oiRn f^ t i ^ ^ 

^TR^i ^ 3fk#?kM ^ fq I^rM ^ ^ ^ ^crtt ^ ^rokRM 

^mw ^ TfTT^sff qg ^ ^ ^ ^^RTuikH m smr ^ t ^ 

^ yqifOid ^ ^ 3Rq H# v3^ I 

(xvi) 6 ^ 3Tg^, 5 rm 3fk ^ ^fkm ^ ^ 3 ri ^\h^, ^ 

qf% qrf^Rpkt ^ ^ ^ t; fM^ 2004 ^ ^ ^ sfk qf, 

2005 ^ ^qmqr ^ I qrs ^ 12 w ^ sRrf^ ^ ^ afk s? s^t k| 

^ wqf hRtt I ^ ^ %27T vsnq f-2 ^ q?q (kRfe^ wvnracft qq^ ^ 
^qicw qFT ^r) ^ tek cfrq ^ ^ fc^ ^rit q^tt^s ^ sr^ wn 
ai^flrcT t I vkrrf^ qs^ WriRn qq! t ^ wt^t ^gerr^, 2004 ^ sJt afk 
cTS5^^. qq q^ t I 

(xvii) ^ ^ ^ f^qr^ qq^ (sttqft qs ^) qq q^ t I^ff^ SRi ^ 
^ f^qrft qq^ qq q^ qqr t \t€i ^ ^ qkf^r^ ^ 3TRiRft ^ tlqr^ 
qirq qq qqki 1%qT t q? q^ RTFRtqq q^f 11^ ^ ^ k^ qrqr ^ 
^ qq^ ^ I ^ ^ ^q^ qRq q^ q^3f[ qq kqfq kRiT t i^ifkq wq kr^k^ 
arrk ^ kFTcrrsjt qq q?q ^ 3 ^ I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


4 wnw ^^] % ‘‘TMT ^ ^3lf ^ Pplrfcl % I 

3TPt W t 1% cfft WPTT 6 2001 ^ 3fk ^ ^ WHT 25 

2002 ^ ^ 8ft I ^ WR 3ITft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

TifelT % cwlT^ vilT^ cfft 1 Slftel, 2000 ^ 31 ^TT^, 2001 cT^ !8ft | 3T^ ^ ^ 
#I8ftT vJm 4^ ^TS^fr ^ A 5FIM ^ 8IT I 

(:^ix) v^'Hil^ Miedyltn Piij^icic^l 3jk mcn>{)sft crr ft t ^ cm 

^3^ W?ft ^ftfftcT t 3jk ft ^ f^2lfd‘^/vi^l<ch ft> TTT^ ^ fftftkuT ^ ^ftfft?! t 
sjk 3Rf ^ifttersTt ^ift ft dft ft ftftfiRT ^ t I 3m: ft^nfft> Miedfttft 

fWrmcft ^ ft Mftt^ Iftmr ^ t; encrfftcf? ^ eft ^ Ti^ft smfft in x?^ ^ 
^ 3mfir m ftftt ^sft TR nre^rM wftr ^ ^ ^ ^ enft^ ft eft ftft tr 
W % l ^ticp Siclicii, 3i^x^q 9.5 ^ c^clel xr^ ft 1 ^ Rc^el ft 

v^mr % ift> d^iei ■?T^ ^ nftm ^ ft fft>^i wn % ift> jnfftciftftft gKi 

Xj^ ^ ^Wiio a^cpici ^ ^rfft ft ^ ^TcT ft 'ti^cc ft v^iikj ift> im 

clkft ^nftt 'qxi^i ft\]j^q % ift> ^ ftPR ■^ftt^TT eft ^^3TTcf xjft ftft % | 

sfd: 22 ft amft^ ^ 3nftft^ ftt oiji^i ^ ft sftr ft 

3t5^ 9 . 5 . fftRlft ftftt ^5fl ftt dccbid ^ftsrm ftt TO ^ "HI t, ft 31^^ ftt v5TTft 
ftfft? I 

(^) 3Tg^m fftm t % ^RRcft^ menM fftnroftt ft 7 ft chf^Mn 

^ ftxpft^ TfHft ftt TOW t I chf^MH ^xmr ftt m ft oiJNiRch 'Mlfftcd ftftft ft 
ft fttt 3PIT ^ftTT ftt ftftfttu nftft ^ ft, ^ftfft nro^ fftft 

ft fefXJ eTPT TOTT ftm m wft Mftc'i ft XJ^IHl ftft mft cqfqd 

nt^f 3T^qRrcF> MicitjcH 5rTO xi%nT ^ w ^iffti m xmm xi%nT fft^ft w eft^d ft 
^ ^ftTT ?Tfft^ ftt t ^ fftftt TO ft fftft n^roft ft fttqfttn 3nTO tR tftm ft, 
# ftxRT TOUT TOXT XiTTft W XTTfftcmft gRT ftftfttiT ft TOT XSTTW I- TOt^ 3TR ft 

e^(e|>dlffteb ^ ft ^^ftroftR '^JTO ftft wftftd ftWTT, ifftTO fftftt 

ftmwsft, ftiftro x^ W3ft ft ^;to tot^ ft ^ ft eftft 3fR am 
ftftroftcT ^;to ft ftxrftt^ ftft cm tot tftmr to t fftrxrft nror ft ifftftt ftt 

^ f^rftirr 3ft7TOft ft^ ft tott? m 3Rftft^ yRi<f d nro n%Tn I 
% ^xPTT fftTTOT TOm TOTT ftnci ^ t, ft ft^lfttn ftft ^ TOT fftm TO t 3fk ftw 
ftRft ft xrftm TOUT TTTfft^ ft TO?! 3R^ tftx? TO t I 










13 


7. ^ Tns=iM ftTFfi ^ ^ hih ^ ^ %r ^«r 

1^'^) ^ ^ "5^: 51^5^ 

22 : (I) ^ ^ cPTRTT t ^ Rf3®^ 

Plijidcb ^ ^ ^ Plilld^' ^ vcJdlldcbl ^ 

tttI^ ^ R^kui ^ TRfr^sS 3ii^<ti f^RT^ ^ ^ 

mr ^ ^ ^ t Ryld<i> ^ vidJidc^ ^ JRfer 

t f^ % Rilldcb ^ ^ ^ ^ WTT^ ^ t f^R^ ^ 

WdM ^ ^ t I 

^2) ^<cm ^ ^ ^ (i) ^ dfc^f^d ^msS^T 3 t^ ^ ^ 

fMd^ ^ ^dir^1 ^ ^ amiTdt ^ srttfPr^ ^ ^im 9 ^ ^ (i) ^ ^Tcrtd 

TOR^?}t ^ cHTP?^: 

^ ^ ^ 3Hfcm f¥(m ^ t 3(k 5ii(^<i>r5) srt 

Ri4>iR!?i ^ ^ TTT^ fm t 3fk ^ ^ ^a[fT ^ 

^ v3dTT^ ^ P|illdct>1 ^ ^fRET ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ 

^ ^5^n3M ^ cfT^ ^ JT^TT? ^ ^ ^*TTOfr ^ Weft t T 

"fft^ 22 ft ^ m\ % f^ aiOT-STeR ^ ffteftv'OT ^ 

5Rfr5RT9j fftR fft%v tff^f^rfM ft ^ ftm ^ ^ ^ ^ weft 11 yj^H^id 

^ ^ IftRft f^^fech 312^1 WTW ^ ft aicR-SlcRr WT ^ 

fft#M fftRT ^ WdT t fftRlcff^d ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ (^) fMw 3TW 
vjdnw ft W 3mfft ^ fftrlRI#T WTT^ ^ fft^ ^ fft>m d^Il (^) fftilfd^ 
3TW ^dTTW ^ ^ ft fftdlcT^ ft?F ^ fftRft fft^ftw 3TW ddMId^b ^ 

*1^ ft) fftR d®!*^ dd^Id ^ len? ^TTcR^^ eTRJ fftjdl ^Idl ft I fft^^ ^ 

fftnrM ft ft dftt cift 17 ^ ?R fft?^ ft fft^ ^ fftw ftg anft^ 

cfRft clTc^ Sirftw, v3^ fen? jnf^r^ dftf ft, cRftfft> ft ^ fftdtd^/^ ^Iftd ft 
fftR WTM ^ecf> efTfj; ft, ^fft^ mf^ ^ ^ ^ 3R1 vJdTT^/fftdtcf^ tR 
dRTTdT ^3TTdT ft I fftf^ ]5nfft^ ft dPT^ ft dlfftRWdf SRI ^R^ ^^rRl ^ 

3TmR ^ ^TRn fft^ fft^ftw ST^rar ft Sl^fft ^ fftd'RlsflH ddlld ^ 

fft^ dftf fft^ ft ^fttfft=> fft^^nm^/ftlfMd dT^ ^ ddlldd ^ Rft SRI 6 
2001 ^ ^ 3Tsftd ^ W ft W 3T^ ^ WI ^^dld ftf ^ fftRIT W dSTT ft 

fftdtd^ ft?! ^ ^ fftdtdqft 3TW ^ddTT^ ^ dftf ft fftPT ^ WW>jM ^e^ ePTPJT 

ddT ft I snift ^ ^ ^afd ft WfteR ^ PRRl SR^d fft^TT ft f^RT 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1—Sec. 1 ] 


^ t rf^ri ^ ^ ^ ttm ^ ^ ^ 

^ 5[frr^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^chcil^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ <ii'Wl^cb ^ f^ t I R<iildch ^ ^ t 

% 14 ^yPi^i, y^ar aiy^ar ^ ^ ^ f i ^ ^rse: f^ 

TFqt sn fcT? 14 c^yfM ^ ^ 2 ^yPHTt. 4 oyiMiRcb chiiRiji S WIT^ 

cftxpryi t I 8 ^TyRrat ^ #T cpryf^ y^3it ^ vddiidd ^ ^ sJ! 

^8lt ^ 31/3/2001 3T8J^^ ^ ^ q?r ^ 3Tcrf^ ^ q^mef # 3Tf^T^ ^ 3TTt eff I 

^ oym di^Ril' ^ yfcmt srjfer wirt? ^ ww^ ^ ^ 
TTt I ^ ^ f^ RTT t “jy chMPlill ^ ^ 

31/3/2001 ^ y^xim 3Tai^ ijd ^ ^ ^ y^TO ^ ^ I 3R: 

^fim ^ 3T]t^ ^ ^ ^ fediy> ^ “ift yf?i<jd yyM yryr y# |3 tt sik ^ 
J^T^^ry^T^ ^ Try^i yR^rf^ ctrit y^ yyr i 


8. ^ yicf y?f yrm ^ yyr yrm ^ ycy^i arsTyr aiyRi^ ^ 

^ yiyy y^ ^s^yry ^ f^^ii yj^ Rmy ^ ^ 3TT%yy> y^ yryyr ^ Tiyy ^ 

yiyt c^ yrm y?r yf sff i yynyy^, yy ^ y?r wm 6 2001 ^ y^ yt 

sff ^ y^ yiyr %yT yyr yr ^ yrm ^ vjf^rfer Bcyry yy Riytd y^ f%yT 

^ 3Ty^ yr^ ^ yys^y c^m^I ^ cznyry y>t yy^ yflr 5 r^ y^ sft 

f^r4 wyyr yfr yr^ e yjy, 2001 y^ yf 11 ^ ^ yy yyfty^ ^ srf^rwT 
^ ^tyy ^ 4]dcbl yy y^nyy 1%yT sfR ^y^ yfcTyr yyy y?f yt sff 1 y? ymr yyr yr 
f^ y^ ^ yy^ ^^yiy ^ ^?yryy ^ f^ 3{^[f^ vjyyRw, ^ 5 ^ yyi^RR y?[ yr^ ^ 
yy^ y>y %yT yi 1 ^ yty^R yif^tyy^ ^ yryyr % f^ ^ ym. ^ yrra ^ 

yrm aryf^ ^ ^tyy ycyar aryyr 3iRya{ ^ ^ y^y yrt yy^ y^3Tt ^ fMy 

y^i yR yy?^ ^ 1 


9 . yrm y?f y^yr ^ 4yy, y? yryi yyr 4o ^^yfy^ ^ ^ ^3 tr RRf^ryy 
y^Oj f^o, yfr yy ^ ^ yy^ yuTEnyy^ ^ yy^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^ 5 ?^ ^^jyyr 

yy^ y?f t I y? v3tr; Ryfy^ 17 f^yiyy, 2001 ^ ^y^ yy ^ ^y^ ^ snyfdcb ^ 
yrf^ 5R5y f%yT yyr yr i yyrf^r y^ yryr yyr ^ yrm ^r, wf^ yy ^ yyyry 
yrf^tyy^ y^t stri yy “ift fef^ yyr yi, 'Rrt^ y? y^ yyr yr yrflyji^ Rrt 
aryfr ^ ^Rry yrra y?r y^ sft, ^ aryRr ^r ^ yMt ^ y^ fMy yf fcRn yr i 
vjy^yy ^ y^y^ry, y? ^ f^ yyr yr 3Tyf^ y?[ yrf^ryy^ ^ myy 4 yrm y?r 
yf i«Jt, ^ 3Tyf^ ^ yy yif # ^ y # yyrrft ^ f^ryty I^rtt yr sfR y y^fyry 
yrH ^ vjy^ ^ fMy ^ yrsy yry yy t i 3iFt y^ yyr 11% ^ i B i ch i cbdf 

%yT yyr yryr ^ yrm ^ yyy yrf^my^ ^ yy^r %y yy yr^ ^ yyy t, f^ry^r 
vj^=^ yryr f^Rn yr 1% yy yrf ^ yrm y?r yrm sryf^ ^ 4yy yy^ y^srt yy 
Rryfy y^ 1%yT yr i yrm ^ ^hry Wbry^ ^ ^ yryyi^ yyyyy ^ Ryldcb 
yyr^ ^?yryy>, "Rry yy yRyM cryryr yyr t, ^ yry yj f^iyy ^ yyf^ ^ ^ 







[^1—1] 


TTSPT^ : 3TOT^K*n 


15 


f ^ ^ ^ eTRT w t I 3RT: ^nftr^^^ 

t f% ^ ^ 22 ^ f^erffer ^ 

3r3^ ^ "Tif sft I 

10 . "Qf^ ^ 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ cfT^ ^3Tt Slk 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^3Tt ^r ^ 3t?R ^ t, ^ jr?g?T ^ 1%^ t. ^ ^ trjt t ^ 
^ ^r^-. MRf^lGci 1 ^8n 2 ^ wm ^ ^tRT ^ t. f^RT^ 

3TmR ^ STTcFjT^/M ^ fc|^ W t I ^ #?CF^ 3T^ 

^ cF^ ^TTT f?r^ ^ ^ aFTejR ^ ^tKT 51^ ^ t. f^RT^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ “ift v5c^ t 1 ^ ^ gfM TR^ ^r ^ ^feir ^r 

3TcT^ c^ ^r ^ ^ w 1^ ^ ^ 

f^Rlfel5 C^ vJlf^ ^ 3mf^ C^ fc^ 7T^ ^fTTOT fM?l ^ ^ ^ ^qrRT 

c^ t ^ifr ^ T^ ^ ^ wftRF f^Rfe ^ ^ €t ;r^ 

^ t I ^ ^ w t fiH? fe5t ^JirWr ^ wrm fen w sn afk ^ 
c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ nf t I 

11. mfen^ ^ ^ wm n5t ift ^ ^ t f^ ^ 'iiiRichichxif" nfet nn 

^remr WTT^ nn i^cpni^ ^ crrt w ^ t.?Rn w n^fer 

cbRlcbcim nn v3t?n ^ ^ nw 2JT fefe ^ ^T femfe nt sft | ^ cF^t 

nfejT ^ ^fei nR?Tfe nTferft ^r hrt frar fei^ srmR 

3Rim ^ feffe fen ^ ^ f^ nrfennRTt feR ^ fe 3rf^feT 

t I ^ nc^ fer t f^ ^ c^ nfe fe ^ nrf^r^ ^ 

^nfei/3Tfe 'jn^dci n# cfr^t w sn i ^ feR ^ cf>^ ^ vj^ nn 
fen t nR^ nr^nM f^r^ ^ ^ fe^mfM^ 

n^ do^l c^ vjtin ^ ^R” f^Rn nm ^ Ifen 22 ^ feR Rt? 

n^ fenY nR^ 3T^f^ nr^/nfeM ^ fem nm nsnft 

22 nn ^3t?n ^ fe^, fe#^- ^ n?t ^ sfer ^ fefn fen t nsn ^ 

^ feift fefe>/wn^ ^ t fe n^ Mien^M cRrmr w t, ^ fe 

3m-3TRn Tu^ nrfer nn fekw ^Rnr t I w^ nm^ ^r ^ feR ^ ^ afer ^ 
#nn 3732.48 c^ nn fefn fen t, fei^ fen ^ 

c^ ^ei Rlfi^ nn 0 . 1 86 nf^Rm emn ^ I 

12. vdeiVi ^Ri nF cf^ fen nnr ^ R^Iacr? nF^nijof ^J^nr nfet^ 

t fer^ fctM nrfet, ^ ^ affeR nsn nrfen^ an^ijo^ 

Rnfe fe ^ nfe 7F nf t I nrferft fe nR^ t fen xnenM fenfef ^ fen 7 
^r feffe ^ ^ aife. fe^ nrfer fri fefe annR n? ^^jnm fe? ^ 
nn mmFf t 1 ■'jj^wnR ^ nr nt snnR ^nife t arernr ^ ann 
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c^R JTRT ^ ^ 3r«M v3^ TT^>^ ^ ^TRT ^ ^ ojrf^ ^ 31^! >3^ 
izif^ f^Tfr^r ^ ^ ozjf^ ^ ^XRT JTRT ^ 3I<?nRjct? «Rl<^el jnM 
?fcfKn :^) 3rsM ^ifM ^ (mR tR ^ ^ ji^ frat ^ 3fk ^ 

tr ^ uTPTT t. ^ jnf^r^ iSRI ^ ^ 

IfmpTT I W ^ tn^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ 

MtSTTi^ ^f omR ^tM ^{YRT ^ TfMk W ^ t ^ ^ 

^TWTT' ^ f^MUH XT^ oqWTR. xrg ^3^f ^ 

i2ff^ ?jsTT 3RI '?i^^H!?jld ^JtFH, f^P?T^ ^ ^ jrfcR^mtdT^ ^ fteT 

jt ^2TT cfMt ^ WITY ^ M[^<J>el AW w?n t I ^ "tm, ^ 

^^f^^?Rr^ sTT^fri^att ^ ^Ffr iMi\ w w sn ^?fr% ?Tf^ ^ 3 ri ffcr^ qrfM 
M ^ t ?ft oqrmY ^ ^ t i ^ qq^R omR 

^ -R\m ^ t ^tri qrfM ^ arqil rtwr 

^^IR cFR^ ^ Riq ^ RDT ST^T ^ 'd<t>dl I f^ddcg MlRdl ^RT ^hd^lq 

RT^ ^ ^jcftt qrf^rq^ ^ qr^tft ^ yid^nl ^ ^stt 

%T%t^ ^ ^ ^ 3TmR ^ ^g* ^r ^ qR ^ ^jcftt qtqitq tuqr w t I 
qtq^ ansTR qR ;r^ ^?jcrt qq apfTM'^q ^?lRf^, ■^qT4“v3i^ qqRR ^ RSl! qqr t, ^ 
IfRR^ f^mqrqoft ^ 6 ( 7 ) ^ rM ^r Rnft flciq^ qrfM ^ f^i Mot ^ 

^&qR^ t ^ v3^ ^rM qM qr^ qR eft t I 


13. : ^ qft q| Mr 22 qft ^ rM ^r % qifrrgqqRrf ^ rrM 

RRnsftjqR 3Tqf^ qRRTM ^Rq^ RRmi TO SH, qqRR 3TTtqq> RJ fttqR RT^ft^H ^ 

ferq qijq R? to t, rt? M Mn to t f^ Mq qq qrro^ OTtr-si^rq x^ 
fftgMI ^ RiqM t q % qrqqM ^cq> ^ ^rtM qqf ^r q^ |qR q^ t l 
Mq 42 qq TO ^ Mfro/TOTTO q^ RtqRT t ^fq^qd qj^ qif^iH qq 
^[chei4 f^Rq qq ^ 3ftR qft f^fqfqq^/^qqqq) ^ fciR PlglRd 41v^cti qR ^ qRT^ 
^ TO qt q^q^ t 1 to qlctqg qq rpj Mt rft ^ RjqiF qMf 

f%4^ Rqftarr ^ qft ^Rqr ^ ^ Rtq ^t to W^rqq qrqq qif^jn qrqr Mn 

^ I FRf qrq qft Riq q 5 t Rpft TOTOq t qqj RTTO ^ jJJR Rtq qff 

3iqf^ ^ Mq RTTO TOiq qq Mtq Mq t I qq^qq ^ q^qqR, qft 

^JTTO i q^ R41cr>K Mn Rjqr t ^ q^ "ift qqTTTO/Mfqq^ Mf qrqq f^^RR ^ 
qrq q^ Mr cKjlf^ qRT ^ ^ Mq^ Mfqq^/q?qTTO qR Rpft 3rRT ^rMt qft qRF ^ 
Rrq ^tjMtf^ .f^ 3iq;RnR 3Tqf%^ qrqqMt ^;to qrnj Mr I 







[ qpTi^^pigl] __ ^ __17 

w. m^i\ 7|St ^iihr aft? ^iPS^ ^ Pml^“i 

^.1 

14^ ^ t arfe^xFTT U 28/2001-^.'g. (^?^) ^ 3T5^ 

'41'^ ^ '^- ^rvjfTx arsjoqq^t^IT CJICII ^ Mlftlcpl’^ Cl<^'tll'< 

Prw4oft ^ ar^^Er'i ^ 8 ^ ^ l ^ 

cWT ^ ^ JR^cT ft>T? ^ VJ^H^ 5RHIc|on ^ 5 ^ WST ^ 

^r. 3m: WT^ >5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

IL R«ilq<ii/^fHi<<<P ^ ftxiix 

15. p|i|^d<^7/vi^|c^c^7 (^ ^ ^ PlHI^J'HK t - 

(i) 3ft^ ^ «iiMH'( ^ f^i % atW aFT^ ^ 

^ ft5TT f I CT^^6crJf5fl TT^ ^ ?R? ^ vJOT m 

^ ^ g5rp ^ cTBcT qMt ^ ^ ^ qvjft^ stt i ^simr 6.6.2001 
^ 8jt I qq 100% ^ ^ garPT ^ qt. f^. qq^ wrafr qMt 

^ qm STT I q^aft w^^ qq 'W1PI0I ^ czrf^zff ^ xmr STT, 1uH^r ^ qq? qqqafr qq 
^«rFit fS^qRft sq alk ^;?RT qqqafr qq qRRt^ sq I qqpft ^ 'H'ichK q?t q^ 
^tTRcq^qr qi^ sJt i qjq^ ^ f^r^?Tq> ^ ^ cqf^ ^qfJTer ^ x^ qqqafr 

qqqmf^aqqsq^^^qprf^^ I ^ qTt #ft q^qq^3lsmT 

^«q^ q^qqq qr qx[qq^ qiltrqRUT 1?^ qil^ q# f^ qqr sq l ^ q^ l^rjf^ 

^qcT qMt ^ ^tqmRq^ gRT q^t qq ^ 8ft I 

(ii) qq^«e^ gRT qiqfM qr^HR qftq?ft qR ^ RTvSTR xft aRtq^ 

aqxjf^qqftaft ^ is^ q^ft sft I qrqqR qtq ^ aqqR qR qrrsee^ q^ 
aq^J^qmfaft ^ ^ ^tqqt qq Wrjt axsrqr qq qR RTBqtcr ^ sft I rtr^ qR^ ^ 
qqqqq qR arsrqr Rfq^ qR5 ^ qqqqq ^ q?^ RqqfM qft rt^ ^ RRqqR 

qft q^ f^tqqRT q^t aq I qqq«e^ ^ ^ v^Rft ar^qqtvJq Rqqtft qft Rcq ^qjft q^ ^ 

3ftR RTsq ^ Rqrf^ qr^ Rq^vsd^ qqjftqqr qMt ^ sq I 1^r?m 
aiarq! RiRr^l^d q^ ^ Hqr ar^jqftqq RqqfM qft riihm qR qR qqr sq i 

Rfqftm aqxjjMqf qjqfM qRT eft w r^ fMqrq c^fM qR R^qq ^ ^ ar^RTR 

gqqn fMr t I 

(iii) APT qq qm ^ ^ WTuHR ^ fMr qqr sq afiR kjq^-<R^^ q^ ^ ^ ^ 
qRT qqfwifM qft rri^ ^ram fMrcrft qq ^ aftMR aq l R^f^, qRifRM aqf^ ^ 

RT^ ^ RTvjq qft sftR ^ qft^ ?Rq^|q q€f 8q | -^m- Rm qR qqfqrfM aram qqfqr^ 
^prM ^ Rqer qR qR IMr^ qR% ^ qrq xjRrqq IMrr qqqr ar i 
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(iv) cTcn ^ ^ ^ ^TRT ^ jnm^ aft ^ v^ftjqift ^ 

3 T2^ eft 1 % elFm Xjg ^TGR^ ^ ^ ^ Jlrf^ ^fTTO" yTTcTT 

afT aft? jrf^ ;rwT^ ^ arjTTcTT f^ ^trtt sit i am ^ ^ ?m- 

3 (af>) ^ ?tw aim sm; (?i) ^ 1^ ?rtt ?TmfM ^ 

? {n) ^ Tuft^a Tjv^t ^ aft? (^) ^ ,??m. ?Rmt^ 

^ ii 4 )^d ^ ^ ?^^Tra?^ ^ mr an i ^ ^ ^ ?ft^ 

^ iftd? ?^ ^ ^ ^ q^t«TT ^ ^ f^nfi ^ 

aiw^d %5 f^^[9i4> ^ ^ ?m JT?^ ^>?^ arftte ^ arr i m^^c^aft?^. ^ 
^ tf^terr JifcT^ 3T5^ ?ft#j ^ ^ w ?§ aft aft? ^ ^ ^ 

WT ^ ^ ^ ?^ ^ ^ftaiTT ^ ai'jMi^d ftmr t l ^ 

jFijrf^ t ^ c2m?fm ^ cf^ aft? o^ig?TR >5?pft 

^ ftPRmt ^ ar^??! f 1 


M ^ 50 ^ ^ amf^ ^ ^f%RT ^ ^ aif^ ^ ^ 

f^ncp^ 11,6.2001 ^ mm^. ^aiH citt^, % 53 ir tet ^ so ^ ^ 

^ armr? ^ *»2pr ^ aifimF? f^ an i f?ft 5 m>T? ^ ?rcft ^ ^ ^ 2003 ^ 

aflj? ^ ^ aif^TOF^ an i ^ ^ 1^ an >T#%j arnp^aft ^ 

aito^ ^miT? ^ftWt ^ 'gncTH ^ ^ airjRfecftaft ^ ?i?m xjn nrm ^ 
aff I ^ n#nt ^ ?aJTW ^ ?r^ ^ ^ ift gn?iH 

an I 


(Vi) ^ aft? ^ ^ ?anw ^ 2001 aft? 2002 ^ ^ aft 3ft? 

?^r wm amei ?mfM ^ t am: ft?- wm 

3#fem?an ^ %?f!r ^ wft ??ft ^ 37 ?^ ^ ^ -^m 11 

(yii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 31 . 12.2003 ^ l^rfcT ^ 31 ^^ ^ 

W ^ t aft? cift 2004 ^ ^?) 3 ?m ft gn?im ^ feft n^ir t aft? ^ 
3^^ ^ ^t?m ^ TOft ^ aft I 


(jviii) erFjfT? ft n^fcTd ^))?^fftch Iftfftm ^ m nftm ^ ft> ^ ^ 1ftft?ft gsr 
^ ft ^ fftmr an I IftM ^ nrf^ amr ^ ??3ft n?^ ^ an i 

$x) ^^xTSee^ nan ^ ft ^ n?g ffttftnn ^^\ nnT?ft mnn? ^micH n€t tftmr 
an I nan ^ ^ fftciif^nr ?n ?m1% nngfti ^ amfttn ft nmf ^ 

fnmm ftg fftf^m nan ?anfftnr nft nr^ n5?ft 11 "n^ nrnr fftmr t nMt 
ftrnn? aiajW?8n qRRftl^nt ^ aig^ nximm n>? ?^ t nftftft? nftnft nan nrmft nmn? 
ftRi^ftM nft n?M f, am: nMt nft «rr^ sTftmn^an mn^r? n^ fftmi w? aft? 





[^^ 1 — 1 ] 
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f^m^TT^ ^ 1 ^ ^ 1 ^ 6 ^ ^TFTRT ^ ^ 

^ I 

^ .lll H l ft»l^ gRT ^ 

16 . ■^rmHT ^ ^ Pf^T ^ yzfivjRi^ Pmr^ ^ ar^^-l ^ ^ 8 ( 2 ) ^ 

375 ^ Prf^ jnPigjT^ ^ e^TW ^ ^ ^i^ciil ^ Pf> ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ #T ^ Prf^^e mPTcm^ ^ ^«^3fr ^ IJTtoT^ 

siRT ^ ^ ^RfrsTTt^ ^-^rm sr^otrcRen cn^ ^ Preiff^ 1^ w ^ hht 

wt, ^ sTsScgwn ^ i Prs^ #?T ^ ^ 

3 T^T^tcPT ^ ^e^sfr Wcf ^ ^ ^ ^ sralN^TWIT ^ 

TfHT t I ^r ^ m. ^ %- 3??NwIT c[T^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ JTOT^ W t 1 

17. ^nfir^ ^ A. t^TH ^Rrt#n f^., ■^. m. ^ 

^:?7t?rH ^ ^RiPr<RT t^., ^ •^. -Jm. (Ppfe>) ^ 3T^s!7wrr ^r^r?R 
(ipifd) i?^-fici<H^I w Pnrf^ra? 5RTO# M I ?MR 3f^fczraw 

arq^ ^ ^ ^71?^ ^r alk^TRcT ^ ?cr^ ^ crfg ^ Pr^ ^ 

armRTR, Pr^mracft ^ a ?^-1 ^ ^ 1 ^ e ^ 37 ^^ ^tt^tt^ ^ ^ Pmt^ 

^ arj^i ftnn if ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 

3T8fera^ oq^^R^T^ ^ ^ sqH A ^ ^ ^ vTcW^J? ?Rn 

ft’qfcT^ ^ ^ ^ ^Tc^im %iiT w «7T I ^ ^ armR ^ 

oqf^nm ^ t PJ’ oJUTOrPrcf) ■^i4cfrefrit ^ Pr^ft 5r^ ^ 

aTjfRjsT ^ wm ^ f^, Poth 3?Tfe qPf^Pi^r sth f^, 4 
WTvfR 3T^am^ ^g;q^ m\ ^ ^ ^rqPrcT ^Rq>Pt 4tPr ^ srt^ 

^ Prq ^ 3fpp 3 tPp qiPrvi^ Wc^, ^ ■^. m., T?fT^ 

WTRT ^ ^ sft >3^ ^ Pqr sn I 

18. qre^M ^ ^r 4 Pt ■^. iPT. Tjei q^ait ^ wthi q>T PraP^r 

qiewM Pramq^ ^ 375 ^ 27-1 ^^7^8 ^ uncrr 11 

t MI S ^M P r q ^q ^ ^ 37^-1 ^ 7 ^f ^ JTTqeiH t PF^ ■' 

' % - qR57R aT^foqqw qr^ ^ arRim ^ ^Prt ^ htPr ^iiPr^ qR^ 

^ fcT? ’TTO ^7^ ‘^?qrq ^ 1 ^ c||>wRch ^ ^JTTcTH PP^ W aTSRTr ■qP^, 
airavqttKilJ'HR ^joprqr ^HnfrPm ^ 7 l%^T, xf7WM ^ PraP^ 4kR ^ 
aTsjcqron ^r qfpTcT 37^7^7 qRq?fo7d ^ ^ 37mR ^ 372Rn QTT^ ^rrfecT ^ P^ 
#77^ 4 ?r ^ 37^ ^ ^ pflj qjpTcT 3727^7 ^ ^ t, ^ PrP 37^ 

37 mR ^ Tmxpn l ' 
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[Part I —Sec. 1 ] 


PiiJHicieil ^ ^ ^ 8 4 ^ t 

f^- 

" 8 (i) " % ^ ^ ^ %f^ ^ ^ 

amr cfW ^ ^ ^tjin ^ cf>^ ^ ^ ^ 

# |l ^>Rur ^ ^ 4 ^ ^3ft ^ ^ (3) ^ #ife ^ 

3?^w ^3ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ iqr^rfcft t r 

(aj ^ ^%R?ppn ^ ^ ^ f^ ^ ^ Tjfeff #T ^ ^ 

chi'll smr ^ 5 ^ 3 ^ ^ >a^ ^ ^ 

vsnlcr ^ jRfrvspnsf arsfsmw ^ttctt ^ Pmtftcr 3i^ ^thi w t, ^ 

^T^czmw ^Tc^ ^ t I 

% ^T3IN 3?s}cZ|cRSn ^TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ >H^Rld 5nte>T^t 

^ ^cHI ^ >jq^ ^c[>e^-HT ^ ^T^TFcT ^ f ^ ^ ^Tlf^ 

cF)^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ( 3 ) 4 ^ armiY ^ % i^r^ srsjsrgw 

^ ^ ^ t I ’ 

ia ^ ^ W t % ^Jrf? ^ ^ ^ >3cqT^/f%lrtcT^ ^ MIbdM f^ilHIcleil 

^|3i5^-l ^ 4^ 8 ( 3 ) ^ ^ivjfc^f^d ^TRT/^n^ 5R5^ t cnft> ^ 

RHfciRdd x^ f^tiR f![^ W ^ % W 

3 1^ ^ w^ ^TmfM Ml^'1Ri<t>1 WTcf 3ik er^r, vidiKH. AM’ w 
fT ^iWf, cJPTrft w ^ ^ 4 ^TWf^ ^ ^FjT 3TPjfS ctSFT ^ ^ 

^vjlK '{icpol ^T8JT 'd«itF 4 fch'^ ^ ^ 1% 

«Hl ^ ciMicI qi'wl^cp ^ qivJlK *^0^1 ^ 

H) ^ xfyiil ^ vjd^Tci^ cim^ ^ f^rf^ %- ^sisjozi^w smicft 

TF? RRl'<i ^ 3T#T 1^ t I ^yi'ddo'i sliUTf ^ 5lfc|iirai ^ 

^jflRT, 3r^ 3mF). ^ f^PlHif W7R ^ "Sltuff ^ ^TfcPjJS ^ ulf^ ^ ^ 

(^ M ^ f^dlfcI4I ^ ^Flf% ^g=>pp ^ 3TSfH 1^ # ^ ^ ^ ^Idd ^ 

PiR^dm OTT ^«nf^ ^ tm t; OTT 
(^ RPlHiJ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ # - 

cT«nf^r, ^ ^r ^ ^ f^Rad ^ ^ 

^3TTcIT t % wm ^ 3T#^f 31^ ^ 3TfiJ^ Xfy^ ^ ^T5IR 

f^jrfcTZTT^^t I 5nf&cr>T^ ^YT 7 ^ ^ ^ ^r Rrf^iss: ftl4^ ^ 1 ^6 
4 Riifcfr ^ ^ ^ f I 








[MPTi—1] 


THpnr: snsiwiror 
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20 . PRj'OT, diPJif^c^) oyM^arRm? ^ ^ ^ 

JR^ 3fT^^ ^ irftcT ^ ^ v3^ KRT ^ ^ ^ 

f^gt;?ur ^7^ ^ ^ «jt ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3{sJcHT^w^ jrafcRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w 

>wd^di ^ ^r?tm «JT I ^ l^nfeif^ci Hud'll ^ ^ ^ 

^n^TT^ 3ft^ ftfln^ ^ ’TFT ^ ^ «Jtt- 

• d 4 d 1 

• ^Fr?£n%T ^ 

• M(jdch/Pld' 3 (Cl 7 Cf)^Mdl/<t>Mf^^ 

• Pl55?|cn d'Sd ^ ^»1<J>1 cjvjil 3^ \Jicn gKl Ufcrf^lfe^ f^^f ^ ^ 

czrf^/irrS I 

• Cf^ WFnJt Plf^fe^ll 1^ cfTTfcT 

• gKl ^ 3T^€f ^ f^OTTWr 3TeRT 3T^8n 2jf^ vFTstj’T 

^r3rR ^TR ^ srjw hvjT^^ f^l^ cr^t ^ f i 

• vjcMic;»i Tj 4 di^id 

• ^ TR ^Tf^rf%?TT 

• ^ SJFTR 

• cTR cF 7 [ Qd'^u) 

• f^crrfeiRT^ TR ^>T^ 

• " 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ tjRad'i 

21 . ^ di'cl cf^ ^ f^ ^^RTTBFff ^ 3 ^ 3 TT^^^ ^ ^ f^'^t 

^ ^ ^chK cPTI 3TeRT 8JT, ^ 51^§T 3T9T^ iRtST ^ 3TT^^ 

^ ^ ^ ’T^ sft I ^ ^ £2iH •^r w w 

8TT 3fR ^ ^ ^ >MdJIM^ W 9JT 1 efpt ^ ouRddl ^T?^, 

^ srf^mt gR[ erRW f^ "HTJ 3rR 3TTf^ ^ f^ElRur cFT^ ^ 

^ sfr f^ CRT ^ cfRfM ^ M£FT 3fR ^ ^r WF>R ^ ^ 3T2J^ ’li’ftcj)^ 

1 mf^Tcf^ ^ ’Hgd ^ R 3 ^. H^TTI^tlcb, jr^ 

Rrgf^ 1^ ^#^?^Ffr, 3TTf^ ^ ’tt’t^ ^r cPFqdt ^ wmr TTTcrm^ 3fR ^ 

’jf^ f^W?T f^RT ^ ^x'cTifv^ 3T2T^ ^ 'WTftctT/Rd‘^U| cfT^ Rf^/f^cbR,?Tf^ 

cf^ #, ^ ^ TTR^ 3T8RT ^^§T "^^3^1 f I 

22 . TR ^ ^ STcPfe ^[^7 ^Mt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

TT^ xJ^ctT ^ ■^iTfh’T 9TT 31^ W^ WW fert^ 6.6.2001 ^ ^ sft \ 

#, ^ ^3TH ^ ^FTfr f^O RW TTcF^ W3TT ^ 100 TTfcRT^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


\3MshH SJT I ^3lt ^ ^ ^ f^TT^ ^ ^ 

TOtM g>T SJT ^ g>T SJT I ^3Tt 3imTf^ 

^ oqf5d Ji ^ eft 3lk ^ ^ ^jlT^ ^ 3T^ftt ^ 4'(H 3TeraT ^ vJliti TT^ 

^ fTR^T ^ ftg5t ^ sft i xpr ^ ^ t, 

Tj;^^|ft ^ OTitr ^ ^h?H ^ ^ ^ sft. ^srrRr tMt ^ 

^; 3 I^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eft 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^1 ^ 2ft f%> ^ ^2ft ^ 3I2JcrT TT^Sr ^ ^ g>T 

f^r?ife ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

2n [ VJ16I cf^ x;pf ^ 4]"1 ^Jli'cl ^ i<cf>ci^ ^ 2R 

W^ W t ^ ^ 3Tc[f^ ^ ^ ^ 

^TN 3Tc|f?[ ^t ITT^ ^ f^'ifl wnft ^ fcR^t ^ ^ 2ft 3fk ^ 3{T2Rr ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ f^ 1RT t I ^ fcR ^ ^ ^ ^ C^ ^ 

^ 3Rf^ ^ ^ ^ f^pM ^ f^ 3T^^ 5ITR ^ 2ft, ^TslNlcrW WOT TR 

ftW OT ^ WOT ftt^ cZRR 3 Tf^rcRt ^ ^21 ^ 3 WTt ^ 

OT M ^ ^ ^ ^qOTJ OTtt 2ft I 

23. ^ tt^ ftRT ^ilRT t ft) OTtt t ftOTft ^?OTR ^ WftR ^ 3ft^ Rtt 

f^ ft^ OTtt ^ 2IT I ^ flOTt ^ ^xichR ^ WftR RT^ ^3Wft ^ 
^ M 2ft ^^rfcR mft^ t OT ^ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftpT IR OTtt ftOTft JITR ^ 
^ Mt I ^TJpr #OT^ XRR ftR OT ^ 3jk^^ OT ^ ftf^R ItRT OTT 

2n I 2R wn OTT 2n ft? ftOTft 3fr^ mtt w ^ptr ^ wc^ft "^sift^T ft^3[^/R^ 

3TT^ Wft IRT 51‘HTR^ ;mfcRT c[tHdf ^ STJ^TR OTR OT ^ t 

24. i '461 OT) -^Plct? ePTlt ^ 'fR?! ^Rtt t c{lc|| ft^TT ft) t fttPOT 'flt^ft 

^ ft^ fcR ^ I ^Tll^ ^ Wt ^ OTST t OTtt ^ OTOTT t 3fR ^ 

3I^ch!fe[^ trft^ t^ Pichidl ^ W WR t I ^ ft^ OTTRT cfR W 

3fR cb'^-cjl^ OT ftR Tti OT 3r5OT OT ftftjrftrf ftR ^ ^ I ^ ftRT 
% [tRr ^ t 3nOT, ftft^ snft ^ ^ rt'jt ^ ^enft, 

cF^fr t WR 5RR ftRT 2n 3fR fOTt OTR ^ irfM t ^ ^ t JrRr ^ 

Tt |2ft I cTWF ^ '3^RR ^fT#t ftRT OTT 2JT f^Rlt tOT sfR 31^ cRt ^ 

fcTV jftOT^ ^Jllftd t, ^2ITft ^ 3ft^ 3mRR ^ OT2[ t cbdlft^ll ^ feP? ^ ftRT OTT 
OTT OTT t I 




[qiTTl— 1 ] 
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25. ■21? 1%2n ■'T^JT STT W^ftrat ^ ^ ^ ^viTN ^ “W «n sft? 

^rmfM ^ 3 T 8 ?^ PrertR^ qp^ ^ 5 ic^ 3 ?«t^ w ^ 

^nf^ ^ TTFTT W 2TT ! ^ ■>?( ^ ttitt «TT ^5^ 'HWRl^fi ^ Tig^ 

3TnjfS^ ^ ^ 3Tr^ cfjTqPr^fr ^ ^ 3 ft? ^ ^ ^ ^ vJMsh*fi ^ 'Hdf^d 

^ 1 ^ g?^cf7 3Trj1^^7^3Jt ^ <iyid'HfRrct5 ^ f^<n ^i2n ^ 1 

26. f^imfcTZim 3fk ^ ^ ^ 2ft 3fk ^ W w 2TT 

37f^ ^ 2ft I ^ f^Rft M ^ 

^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ftdllcl^lT ^ t 3fk ^2I?TT3ft ^ PrafW 
fenfcRntR cf^PJJT ^ 3TcrfcT IRT 3TfenRTcT ^ t ! 

27. Tmft ^^fTPT ^sn^ ^r t OTifft, ^nttmjrft ^ ^ (Pnftd*^) ^ ^ 

^MR 3T^foJm^ cZI^?R 1^ ^ ^!TM ^ ^ ^ >dq^cKT tTFIT 2TT 1 ^ 

(2)|c|^qfj- cfT?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2ft 3jk^ WW 2TT ^ ^ ^wrft t 

3jk "21? 25 2002 372fe ^ ^ ^ ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ 2ft | ^ 2003 ^ 

2004 ^ tcT^ ^ c^lf^cT) Riftc:1 ^ v^N ^ 'd4'? ^ '21? hI 2JT ^i^Tf 2TT ^ 3R^ 

cfft ^ W^.7TU[. ^ WTTRRT: ^<ftffcf f^T^mf ^ 3?^^ 2TT 3fk 
?Rr ^ yfcitfci ^ ^ i 

28. k>Tr^<se^ ^ ifm ^3?H "gq ^5^ t^O ^ W3ft ^r PiqP^d ^ ^>«rft t, ?RT 

Tjot^ ^ WT ^ t I 2lf TTRIT w 2TT W3ft ^JT^Rft ^ ^ 3T^- 

3TOT czrf^ Tnfef? ^ ^ W3ft ^ WRft 2TT 3ik W3fr ^ 

mw 2TT I ^ W ^ ^ 2TT, 2lf ^3?P^ ^ #q ^3TH Ri^Plcb wq^ 1^0 (90% ) 
3fR ^ ^ ^ (10% ) ^ 2|ft sft I XT^ ^(2RErRcf> #T ^ ^jpp ^ 

3Rnf^ qci? cOT^ft ^ ^ ^ Mv^i^d ^ qcF> q>wrft 2 ft i ^ 

3 fk ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?ft ^ qT 2 n 3 fk ^ ^ f%?ra^ ^m>R 

^ ?q ■cFTfqPRrr ^ iMchH 2fft qnlkT^ ^ ^ ^ 5Rgcr f^ w 1 

qrf^mjrft ^ ^ 12 "gq cprqfM ^ czrmnftq^ en?#Efr cfft -ift ^ cfft sft 3fr? 12 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 'WlPlcd 2fjT qftt ^ qT2n 2TT I 

29. snf^chlft ^ 3ft? ^ ^ ^ ?RI^ cift ift ^ ^fft 3 ft? ^?iq^ 

^ f^r^ #t ^ ?Rcm? ^ ??^T^ c^ cTiRT qftt ?n^ ^ 2 tt i ^wnft ^ 

?rjft 5RncPTTxqcfj l^xW ^ 1^ ^jrRqRft 2TT I 3ik ^ dft TRfi%^ ^ 5nqq ^ 

3Tg^^ XIII ^ 3T^?rK PiSj^ich cb«r»ft ^ ?r>ft ??^dg;ot ^ q? f^Rf 2 T ^ 
?Tqfe Mli^ch'iui sq I qt^, wqqerq^ ?Tf|^ cb^dlRdl dft f%gf^ qR%, c^upft ^ ^nqq 
qq 3Tg^ q^ XJ^ C^ 8mdT qRcixid qR^, q>Tcpft ^ ^ cf5?^ SRiqi ^?Tc^ qR^iqNd ^ 

^ cp?^^ f^xftq f^q?R. 3TTq 3ft? W q^e ^ qr^q? RTH f^cRR 2ft v3fq T 

argqtfef qR^ 3ft?qmpft ^ qBI37qqc^ ^ q?gq ?rift qft 3ig ^ Rd qR^ 

1Vrq ^ ^ “ift vdTRcilift STT I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


Part I —Sec. I 


30 • m ^ ^ ^ 6.6.2001 ^ 

# 3TRT «n I ^ ^ ^ 2002 ^ ^ 3fk ^ 

i«Tm« ^ 8ft I ^ 6125382 ^ ^ STHcTT t 3lH ^ 


^I'Wf^te' 2287468 t I ^ qRT W 8JT 1^ #T ^T 3?8M 

qrRrf^ ^ uT^ q5t flg>t ^ ^ 8n ^ ^ qn 

<b'<cfl ift I 


$1. i Hif^cbi^ ^ tm q^gait q5t fta^ ^ ^n^rr ^ q? 

j^ qHIT q^ ^ 3(81^1 ^ 3T8TcfT ^fT ^<ti<\\ 8n I 

$2. ^ qHiT Tpn 8n ^ ^ qfM sfk ^ 3THr«f qf^^^qj^ ^ 3iq*i^ 

^ ^Rfr ^ qqRm Tpn 8n i ^ q^n w 8n 1^ sfk qr^rq? ^ 

^ qqr^ |q?qTqTTRT8q1^^ ^ ^ ^ qq FtPt 

ffeqqufr qjf ^ q5t i\idt>\i ^ '{Rf^Jd jnf^rcRufr ^ qm qrf^ %qT "W siT I qq^«e^ ^ 
^ ejrq 3rf^ q# ^ owm l^dt^ q# qqr sq i ^ ^ c^ 

4ihhi^ ^ ^ siRrt ^ eff^ ^ ^ ^ % 3T^ qq> cTmm ^ toqf q^t^f^^t^q# 
^ 8ft ji ^ URT qq ^ qrq^ ^ q«T q5t wq q5t qf afr sftq qjqr qqt aq 
^wpft jllTq ^ qjq# qq qM 1%qT qqt t I qF ^ ^nqi t ^ 3?qf^ ^ 

^ftqq 1^ qq arq^ ^ PrM ^ 13 % ^ qrq^ q5t FqjqR't 1 arq: q? ^ 

fW ^ q5^ w^fM, rftdlP)^ q>t cfmq. aw, qqnqq, !Mt qq if^ sqf^ ^qfer 

#TcftJ errqcfr qq f^Rffedl ^ ^ 4 ^r^qqq qq ^ F^^rq q# qjqr qqr aq 1 


33 . jqF qrqr qqr an 1^ q^rarr^^aq^, 41 h qrq.qq. ^ vjiR^ qqaq^^^tarr^ ^ce?! ^ ^j^q? 

qq aqqrq f^ qqr an 1 utfi ^ ^ q^r ^arpftq cft^ q? qqr an qFf 
^If qry(i qqr an ^qq^ “^qqrq q? q 5 t q^ aft 1 qF qrqr qqr an «t>*M 41 ^ ^sr^tq 


^ ^ qan qnar ^ anq aiw qRqq%qt ^ gqqrq %qr an 1 qjixnft i-^ ^ ^r qrtlq 
^ qR?(tqq qan anq arq^ qR-'Hqlxrql ^ ard^cqq q? qqi^ q^ q^ifqr qqr 1 1 


314 . iqq^fic^ 6 . 6.2001 q^ ^ arf^Rq ^r ant aft qqr arftetfed 'm^ rijfeft %-qRN 

aiafam^ qunoft ^ qftt ( 4 ^qi q# qqfdT I qqjR f^f%^tqq ^qjqR ararnr 

qft yfcHifS ^ yiRq gqqrq tt qftt tt qtf qrq qq ^ 1 qF qrqr qqr an f^ 
qttiF«e^ qan ^ nft ^tqqr qnq q?^ ^ gqq qrqr qqr an 1 qqfe^^l qan ^ 
qF ^ ^ t^qft^rqr q>njq ^ q? fenf^ni q?t tfqr qan qF 

qtqr q^ an 4141 qqqr qq^ qan f^qifemr qn^ PiR 4 ocicti qan qj^ ^ qqrcfqt 
qft qfcT^ ^ f 1 
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35 . ^ mRci^^h ^ ^ ^ ^ wnf^t^r f^ w sn ^ ^ 

w 8IT1% f^rat^ ^ ^ ^ cn%i ^r ^ ^ 3T5^ # 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ W ^ ^ I MlRjchl^l ^ ^ 

3^c|d>cbH 8IT ft? «T^f^d ^ TT? f^ ^ ^ ^ «S! I 

36. ^7T3^tM PliJHIcloi) ^ ^ ^ 8(3) ^ ^ ?MR SJsJcZTTOTT oilcT^W ^ 

\3^T^1 OTT McT^ ^ ^ ^ ^5JxpTT ^ STToi^ ^T 

yrf^^ ^ 3?^SJcR«JT ^ 5raTcPTO ^ 'dM^<W ^ ^ 

MtI^I^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ft) ^3cqT^ ^ 5T^ OTT W 

^5ft?r eFTRT ^ ^ w^\ ^ ^ ^RT W STT I 

^ ^ 3TefR) ^r cFipft ^ -^RTK 3T2fe[^^ oljcl^R 5RH cfT^ OTT ft^RR# ^ 

3T^-1 ^ ^ 1^6^ ST^^fTR ■>«IHTR ^ fttl^ cfR^ iT? fcRTR ftRT W ^ I 

37. SIRT 9^(1) (^) ^ ftRft ^ ^ ^ ^ ■'HIHRT ^ ^ 3T%[R t > 

(i) 'OT-SIRT (6) ^ ^ ^ ^ ;3r3^ ^ ftra^f^. Pl'qftch ^ 3TSIc[T ^T 

^ 3 tM^ ^ ^ ftn? Rm ^ ^HFTTR ^ 

(ii) ^ Pl^ld’cfi ^ 3TeRT ^Rr ^ ?MK ^ RFTR ^ ^TTHTR ^ A ^RR ^ cj^t 

^ fl# ^ ^ ^ ^ smr ^ Piqftcb ^ 3TW ^ ftftiR: 

f^rfcT 3T8RT ft^ ^ ^ nr^ ^ ^ ftft^r tr? uftR ^ f^Tf^ ^ 

l^lfcT ^f ^TRRI ^ ^ ^:- 

(•^) ^RR ^ ^ Mftpite cfffTi^ TjR f^^ldcf) ^ 3T2RT 3T8RT ft5# viM^cW 

^ ( 6 ): ^ cTHd ^ pRRt ^ ftzjft ftRT W 3 ?SRT 

(^) n 3 m 4 <W ^ c? 5 t v 3 ^ ^ # ^W?T ( 6 ) ^ ^ ^ 3 ?^^ 

^JRTfttirt^ y^il^cb, OTT WTTR cRR OTT ^[r! ^ ftP?, ^M^cR ^ ^ ^ ^RRT 
1% cTPR; 

38. Wll&cbl-a ^ 40 t^^TR cTRT^ ftr. ^ W^.m. (^RR^) OTT ^0 ^ifRR 

^ f^^Plchd ^.fcT. x(ft (f^RlW) ^ #RTge^ tftq? 3Tft1^RR SIRT 9^(l) I (tt) 

^ 3T^ WiTR ^ f^R^UT ^ JPJfRRTsJ ftutcRj FRR^ ^RfT «ft I PRR^ ^ vjTOT ^ 
^ ftm ^ Pi^Id4) ;rRRcft ^ ^jw ^ cf>^ «St i ^ I^Rfft^ Rf^i^ i ^d ^ 
R^5^/3TTcm^ ^ ■^ftg ^r wnR ^ ^wn ^ ftR ^ trt an ftj ^ 
^ t ^TTftn? dw^cKt ^ ft^ cj)t ^ifTEr cj5t irf aft cwUft) 
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^ ^ 7TT7 ^ j cici^>HK, ?rnT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

<?1Mld ^ ^ feT^ Mil'll ^l«4l 5TT I cR^ ^ 

3TlcFjT^^TT^^/prcf7R ^ Plt^IRd Ml'ioM ^ vicMlcjH ^ cTFRT ^ 3TcFT-3TeFT vJHel«4 cpXNl ^ 
3Tclf^ ^r 1^ W t I viWIcJH ^ cR^-cTR vd^KH ^ WRT ^ 

^ ^ ^ 2ft ?T2TT ^^HT^ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 1cjRn ^ 2n I ^3?qT^ ^ 

i'dc^lf'Rr 3ilcb'^ W 3n?nf^ '3?TT^ ^ dMId 'T? 'Hi*hM ^ fcT’^ fcl'cjK 

'w 2T I ^ i[2ftf^ drnr vd^^cw ^ ^ ^ ^ srt; vdwicjn ^ 

iRFRTj W 5% ^ ^ cfft >i|>!R|d ^ ^ 3TT^5eFr ^ vdM^cki TTHT^ W t I 

I . t 

( 39 . ft ^sftxn^ft^ 3 Rrfft ^ ^ c^ 600 X 600 ^ Rl^ 4 >l^d 

'zRefrj ^ fft^lftr 2TT I vdM^'W fftl^ W 3TRn% 4iHM ^ **** 

ftk^ fftgft^ w t I 


40 . , ^ vjRTTW ft fft'JlW ft ^ ^ vTTRT cfft flF 5 TT ttxt fftrrfftt ^ 

MRf^ffe-2 ft #^-cIR/3TRRR-^ ^ f I fft^fep ft ft ^dchl ^ 

|3ft% ^ cfRl^ t I TT^n^Sc^ ft ^ cfft ^ cfft fimft ^ ^ ft ^HdNNH 

Iw ^ ^ ft ^ ft^ ^ ^ fft^ ^ ftt TfdUm^ fftRTt W I ft 

3{crf^ ^ ^^TRT ^fft 3732.48 ^ ftfe? ^Reit ^ fft^lftr Ift^H t I 

ftftf|[k -3 ft fft^iftr ^ ^ Trq ^RTRft^rft 'm^ ^ chK^ym ^ q? tft^jftr c^\m 
yTTqftj feR IftWR fftRTT q^T t t ^ ^ vftftq ^ ^ 'HtrT qft fft^' qq WTERT fft^TT 
'qqr e' qr^r qqr sq % q^ qq qq?^ ^ qq tftqftr fft^ ftqr sq | q^ qjqr 

"qqr sq 1ft7 tftqtcf fftqft qft qftfftRT '<|R| qq fthft 3ftfttfftq> qft qyf^lf^qq Ifq? ^ri wft 
qft TTtfT? qq cTJjftt qft q^ t I ftw^ q^ qft qq^^'iqi qR qqfftftRT qftqq **** ftrfftqft qft 
ftte fftqftftr ^ qft t I 


qr^q jqTf^ 

41. ! ^q^'ERl qsq fftqftftr qiqqq qsq fftftq qftqq qq fftqR qRft ^ qr^ qrfftn qq 
'fftqkft fft^qr qqr t I qF qjqr qqj t 1% fftqftqq ft ftq^ q^ qq >iHHM qq 
f%qtq fcqqj t qsq ^qifdq qrsq qilftm qft qcRwqR ffteftRq fft^rr qqr t i 

■ aHftq qrfq qfftqm qsrr qrfftqqft fft qiiRft 


i 42 . j vdM^qti qq IftqR qRft ^ qrfftqqft qq qF fft^q>ft t f^; 

i) fto Fgaqq qrq^ fftftftqqr q). fcf. fttq qqr.qw. (^jqqqqj) q^ fto qft^ ^ftt 
^ Iftftftqq q^. feT., qrq.qiq. (fftqtqq?) ^ qqqfftq qqq^iq ft^. ’ qrq.qw. ftqrft 

' ^ '^'+>'^ 4 . ^ (PRfep) ^ ^ jpt PraflrRT fjf^^^ i ^e/ q tfa<;i-i sr^cit 

qft fftqftr qftqq vqqitftq 3 fqfft ^ ftlqjq Fqqft fftqtq qftqq ft cqfftq? ft I 
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ii) ^^rfer^ iTTf^raTT^ Tif t % ^0 %53rFf cimi6ji g?. f^., ^ 

(vicMiqcr?) ^ Ao ^ Ri^Picw (Rpqfe^) ^ ^cqrfer 

?T2TT ^0 W^, ^ ^ viiRq ^iWf ^ smimt 

^ 3?f?rf^m, 1975 ^ 3IEZJT7T 69 ^ (JRPtcT 3TT?ft t. ^ ^ 

cT^TTTn^ I 

iii) ^ 3Tr^ ^ cj^ apfl^ ^ #fTTg^, ^stt ^ 

3T^iI -^miRlchyui ^ ^ vTIX^ I 


•s r t - f' nt I p *\ 
IsbWl HK^ yi|iJ=t»Kf 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NEW SHIPPER REVIEW NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 14th August, 2006 
Final Findings 

Subject: New Shipper Review (under Rule 22) of Anti-Dumping duty imposed on 
imports of Vitrified/Porcelain Tiles requested by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng 
Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR(Producer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo 
Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) through M/s. Enterprise 
Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter). 

y — 

No. 15/19/20M-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof, 

A. PROCEDURE :- 

1. The procedure described below has been followed: 

(i) M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR(Producer) (hereby referred 
to as HWC) and M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) (hereby 
referred to as Lungo) through M/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter) (hereby 
referred to as ET) requested the Designated Authority for determination of dumping 
margin under Rule 22 of AD Rules; 

(ii) The Authority received a request to initiate a ‘new Shipper’ review of notification 
no 37/1/2001 dated 4.2.2003 from M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China 
PR(Producer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) through 
M/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter).They had filed the declaration and 
undertaking that they are not related to any of the exporters/producers in China PR 
subject to the anti dumping measures in force with regard to the product concerned. 
Furthermore, they have also declared that they have not exported the product concerned 
during the original period of investigation. The Authority prima-facie examined the 
application submitted by the New Shipper concerned and considered sufficient to justify 
the initiation of a review in accordance with the provisions of the Rule 22 of Anti¬ 
dumping Rules. 
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ijii) The Designated Authority initiated the New Shipper Review on the basis of 
itequest made by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR(Producer) and 
M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) through M/s. Enterprise 

Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter)under Rule 22 of AD Rules, vide notification No. 
l5/19/2004-DGAD,dated 25.8.2004; 

(iv) The aforesaid New Shipper Review was initiated in the matter of import of 
Vitrified/porcelain tiles falling under Chapter 69 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
originating in or exported from China PR where the Designated Authiority vide its Final 
findings No 37/1/2001 dated 4.2 2003 had come to the conclusion that; 

(a) The export price of Vitrified/porcelain tiles from UAE and China PR is below 
its normal value during the period of investigation; 

(b) The Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) The injury has been caused cumulatively by the imports from UAE and China PR; 

(v) The Central Government imposed anti-dumping duty vide Notification No. 
(73/2003-Customs, dated 1.5 2003, in the original investigation on imports of vitrified and 
porcelain tiles from UAE and China PR, other than vitrified industrial tiles, falling under 
Chapter 69 of Customs Tariff Act, with effect from the date of' imposition of the 
provisional anti dumping duty i.e., 2.5 2002; 

(vi) The Authority recommended provisional assessment of all exports of 
Vitrified/porcelain Tiles made by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramic^ Co., Ltd., China 
iPR(Producer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR! (Exporter) through 
iM/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter) till the completioii of the review in 
accordance with Rule 22 of AD Rules and having regard to the Notification no.73/2003- 
Cus dated 1.5.2003; 

(vii) Ministry of Finance issued Notification No. 102/2004-Customs, dated 30**’ 
September, 2004 which inter-alia provided that pending the outconie of the review by 
;the Designated Authority, all imports of vitrified/porcelain tiles, pther than vitrified 
iindustrial tiles, falling under Chapter 69 of the Customs Tariff Act produced by M/s. 
jHeyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR and exported by M/s. Foshan Lungo 
{Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR through M/s. Enterprise Trading F^, UAE (Exporter) 
would be subjected to provisional assessment till the review was comijleted; 

(viii) Further, in exercise of the powers conferred under sub-rule (2) of the Rule 22 of 
the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of And Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995, the Central Government 
after considering the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority, and its notification 
!no.73/2003-Cus 1.5.2003 decided that pending the outcome of the said review by the 
Designated Authority, no anti dumping duty shall be levied on exports of 
i Vitrified/porcelain Tiles manufactured by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., 
China PR(Producer) and exported by M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR 
through M/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter) when imported into India & 
further provided that the imported subject goods shall be subjebted to provisional 
assessment and a guarantee for the amount of duty calculated at per fate of anti-dumping 
duty vide notification No. 73/2003-Customs, dated 1.5.2003. 
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(ix) The Authority officially intimated the authorities of the exporting countries of the 
initiation of the New Shipper Review and gave opportunity to all the interested parties 
concerned to make their views known in writing within 40 days from the expiry of the 

POI (i.e. 1** September 2004 to 28* February 2005). 

(x) The Authority sent a copy of exporters questionnaire and market economy 
treatment (MET) questionnaire to M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China 
PR(Producer), M/s. Foshan Limgo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter), the Bureau 
of Fair Trade (BOFT), Government of China PR and a copy of exporters questionnaire to 
M/s. Enterprise Trading ,FZE, UAE (Exporter) to elicit relevant information. The 
authority sought and verified all information it deemed necessary for the purpose of 
determination of dumping margin. The Authority conducted on-the-spot verification of 
the data furnished by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR(Producer), 
M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) and M/s. Enterprise Trading 
FZE, UAE (Exporter). 

(xi) The period of investigation in this new shipper investigation is for 6 months i.e,l** 

September 2004 to 28* February 2005 for dumping determination. 

(xii) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views verbally in the public hearing held on 3.6.2005. All parties presenting their views 
verbally were requested to file written submissions of the views expressed verbally. The 
parties were also advised to collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties 
and offer rejoinders, if any. 

(xiii) The Authority made available the public file as per Rule 6(7) to all interested 
parties containing non-confidential version of all evidence submitted by various 
interested parties for inspection, upon request. 

(xvi) ♦♦♦♦ in the Notification represents information furnished by interested parties on 
confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules. The information 
concerning prices and costing filed by respective interested parties clmmed confidential 
and the Authority treated these as confidential. 

B. Product Under Consideration and Like Article 

2. The product under consideration in this investigation is a Vitrified/Porcelain tile 
as determined in the original case. There is no argument made by any of the interested 
parties on the product imder consideration and like article. It is noted that the 
Vitrified/porcelain Tiles produced by the domestic industry is ‘like article’ to 
Vitrified/porcelain Tiles being exported by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co.^ Ltd., 
China PR(Producer) and M/s. Fpshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter) 
through M/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter) within the meaning of the Rules. 
In view of the foregoing, the Authority holds that product under consideration in the 
present investigations is the same as considered in the original investigation i.e., 
“Vitrified/Porcelain Tiles”, classifiable under Chapter 69 of the Custom Tariff Act, 1975. 
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C. Views expressed bv the interested parties and their examinatiiiyi 


C-K Views of Domestic Industry 

3. The domestic industry raised the following issues with regard to initiation of the 
NSR: 

(a) ET made the NSR request on 24.7.2004 while it came into existence only on 
25.$.2004. Accordingly, on the date of making the NSR request, £T was not in 

* exigence. Initiation of the New Shipper Review was bad in law as there was no material 
file^ before the Hon’ble Designated Authority even prima facie to satisl^ itself that the 
pre-jconditions for new shipper review were duly satisfied. 

* (b) No evidence was placed in support of the claim that M/s. HWC h^ been engaged 
in the production of subject goods since March 2003. HWC could haVe provided the 
certificate of incorporation and the certificate of commencement of business in support of 
its ^laim at the time of making the application to substantiate what w^s stated in the 
application. HWC stated that it had recently set up the plant for pro4ucing the tiles. 
Ho>^fever, HWC did not supply adequate information whether it was a new plant or was 
an bid plant taken over from a producer who was subjected to the original ;investigation. 

I 

(c) No contract or placement of order was provided to the Authority between the 
projiucer HWC, the trader Lungo and the exporter ET and the Indian customer to 
ascertain the genuineness of the claims. No indication about the quantitie^ proposed to be 
exported was provided to the Authority to examine whether such applicants were serious 
placers in this business or were merely looking for ways and means for circumvention of 
duties already imposed. 

(d) No lists of persons, to whom the exporter, trader and producer are related have 
beeh provided which would have helped the Authority to satisfy or reach;a determination 
required to be made prior to initiation. 

(e) No details about the nature of activities or time of commencemerit of business of 
Lurigo were provided in their application, however, it was disclosed in tjie questionnaire 
response that though they were incorporated in 2002 and commenced opjerations only in 
2004. 


(f) i In terms of the Rule 22, only the exporter from exporting couptry in question 
coiild request for a separate determination of dumping margin. In the present 
inv^tigations, it was ET alone who could have claimed for determinatipn of a separate 
dumping margin after satisfying the pre-conditions of Rule 22. Since the trader and 
producer admittedly were not the exporters, no separate determination of dumping 
' margin could be made either for HWC or Lungo as both of them di4 not export the 
goods. For the purpose of determination of separate dumping margin; for ET, normal 
val je shall be based on the basis of prevailing domestic prices in UAE nojt in China. 
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(g) In the case of H&R Johnson (India) Ltd. V. Designated Authority, the CESTAT 
has held that the Designated Authority was required to be satisfied prior to the initiation 
of New Shipper Review that the new shipper was not related to any of the producers and 
exporters in the exporting country in the original investigation keeping in view the 
possibility of abuse. 

(h) As per Rule 22, a case for new shipper review could not be initiated each time as 
and when an application was received from a new shipper. The authority may decide to 
initiate cases for new shippers annually or semi-annually or based on a periodical basis 
fixed by the authority. Alternatively, the new shipper was required to be periodically 
examined during the tenure of the original duties imposed in original investigations or 
mid-term review investigations. Rule 22 speaks of periodical review for the purpose of 
determining individual margins of dumping for any exporters or producers who were 
seeking the status of a new shipper. The words “periodical review” would signify that the 
review has to be periodical for such new shipper and has to be carried out periodically for 
such new shippers. In other words, the provisional assessments done under Rule 22(2) sire 
finalized based on the recommendation of the Designated Authority periodically. The 
Bonds or Bank Gusirantees executed under Rule 22(2) wo'uld then be either released or 
encashed by the Customs department based on the determination and recommendation of 
the Designated Authority. 

4. Domestic industry has submitted that China is a “non-market economy country” 
and has been treated as such in the original investigations. In Notification No. 28/2001- 
Cus (NT), China PR has been listed amongst the non-market economy countries. The 
Designated Authority may apply the principles set out in Paragraphs 1 to 6 of the AD 
Rules instead of the principles in Paragraph 8 of the said Rules. HWC provided no 
response to the NME questionnaire and merely enclosed the NME response of the trader 
Lungo. Lungo did not respond to NME questionnaire in the new format and merely filed 
the NME response in the old format. NME response of the trader Lungo from China PR 
was highly deficient and incomplete even as per the old format. Lungo did not provide 
detailed information with respect to the determination of price charged by the producer 
HWC for the subject goods. 

5. With regard to confidentiality, the domestic industry has submitted that the 
producer, trader and exporter have claimed excessive confidentiality in their response; 
that they have not disclosed the reasons for claims of confidentiality on certain 
documents; that there were no reasons provided as to why the information on which 
confidentiality has been claimed and apparently allowed was not susceptible to 
summarization. The applicants have claimed the following as confidential; 

(i) Product brochures have been kept confidential. Audited accounts have been kept 
confidential. No reasons for seeking confidentiality have been enclosed with their 
response. Salient features of the accounting system have not been provided and no 
confidentiality could have been claimed on them. Notes to Accounts have been kept 
confidential. No non-confidential version of the complete set of documents generated / 
received in case of sales to India has been provided. 






32 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 11 


(ii) The rates of depreciatioD and the average useful life of assets hive been kept 
confi^iential. No indexed infomiation with respect to investment made in buildings, plant 
& m^hinery and other assets have been provided. 

(iii) No proper non-confidential version for appendix 1 and 2 of HWC has been 
provijded. Details regarding production process, production cycle time etc. caimot be 
clainied confidential. List of raw material has been kept confidential, formation in 
Appendix 8A has not been provided in a meaningful way and the indexation is also not 
donejin a manner to give reasonable understanding of the contents. 

I 

(iv) i Name of the sole proprietor of ET has been claimed confidentiel without any 
reasons to support such claim. No indexed information with respect to investment made 
in filled assets has been given. The depreciation rate and the life of the iix)ed assets have 
also {not been disclosed. Non-confidenti^ version of the complete set iOf documents 
geneiated / received in case of sales to India has not been provided. The e-inail address of 
theirj company has not been provided. 

(v) In response to question no. 4 of General part, £q)plicants have stated that no 
special incentives were received on export sales. However, they wouldl have claimed 
VA'j refunds on exports. No response has been given to question no. 5 of Part A General 
regarding names, addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers etc. of all Subsidiaries or 
othei* related companies in all countries including India which are involved in the 
inan|ifacture of the product concerned. In response to question no. 4, no iemail address, 
namh and designation of the concerned person have been provided. The producer has not 
descjribed in narrative form the cost accounting system at length as required under 
que^ion No.9. 

' (vi)j Appendix 1 of the producer HWC showed that there were 414 lines of 
traniactions by transaction details whereas the response of the trader Lun^o showed only 
172 llines of transaction by transaction details. 

(vii) Producer has given the information of export price in Appendix 3C with respect 
to >jlew Zealand only and no information for export price to other coutitries has been 
provided in the same appendix whereas as stated above the information regarding export 
to cbuntries other than India is required to be supplied. The information; in Appendix 6 
has been provided in Chinese language making it impossible to offer comriients. 

(vii|) Lungo has kept the name as well as the percentage of shares held by the principal 
shafe holders as confidential. Names and percentages can not be kept confidential when 
the same are not related with the price and cost of the company and are not commercially 
sensitive information. They has stated that the goods exported to India and to other 
countries are identical and no evidence has been placed in support of such a claim. They 
did i not provide month-wise information in Appendix 3 format. They did not provide 
countiy-wise information for exports to countries other than India. 

(ix) ET has failed to give the address of its main office, telephone number, fax number 
and email address and merely given P.O. Box number. On 24“ July 2004 they had as per 
their own ^plication received an order which they wanted to execute through the 
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combination of the trader and producer but ET came into being only on 25^ Augiist 
2004. They not provided any description or specification of the subject goods exported by 
them to India. ET has not given any details regarding its normal financial accounting year 
and they have not provided a copy of their audited accounts. 

(x) The £q)plication for new shipper review was filed on 10* August 2004. ET was 
not in existence at the time of filing of application by them i.e., 23”* July, 2004 as they 
had come into existence only on 24 July, 2004 as per Aeir own admission. The applicants 
misled the authority to believe that ET was already engaged in the business of import, 
export and distribution of various types of tiles prior to initiation of the present case. 
While there is no bar for the determination of dumping margin for the exporter-producer 
combination, what is required to be seen is that the exporter is in UAE and therefore, for 
the purpose of determination of individual dumping margin for ET, the normal value 
shall be based on the basis of domestic prices prevalent in UAE, not in China, 

(xi) On the comments to the disclosure statement the domestic industry has submitted 
that the primary condition under Rule 22 is that the applicant for the New Shipper 
Review should not be related to any of the exporters/producers subjected to anti-dumping 
duty. They have further argued that the related entities of the new shipper will be 
subjected to residual anti dumping duty even if not exported during the original POI 
,thereby making the new shipper ineligible for a new shipper review. However, while 
determining the legitimacy of ih& present application, the Authority has applied the test 
that the exporter or its related party shovdd not have exported during the period of 
investigations of the original POI which is not the requirement under the law. At the same 
time, the two necessary conditions recorded by the Designated Authority on p 2 ige 
13 (para 7) of the Disclosure Statement, remains unfulfilled in view of the above, 
therefore, the application of the new shipper needs to be rejected. 

C-II. Views of the exporter/producer (New Shipperl 

6. The exporter/producer have made the following submissions: 

(i) . The applicant has submitted that the allegation made by the domestic industry that 
ET was not even in existence on the date of their application seeking initiation of NSR is 
incorrect as the provisional approval had been granted by the concerned SAIF Zone 
Authorities on 12* July 2004 itself and a copy of the provisional approval had been 
submitted to the Authority confidentially. ET had furnished complete postal address in 
the questionnaire response. The name of the proprietor was given in the Certificate and 
the authorization letter which are in the letterhead of ET [Pages 1 & 2 of non-confidential 
response]. The letterheads showed the complete postal address in a manner that was 
customary in UAE along with the e-mail address. 

(ii) It has been alleged that the gqiplicants failed to ‘show’, as contemplated under 
Rule 22, that they meet the pre-conditions required for initiating a NSR. The allegation is 
incorrect, as all the three applicants had filed the declaration individually that they had 
not exported the subject goods during the period of investigation in the original case 
pursuant to which the existing duties were levied and that they were not related to any 
exporter or producer whose goods were subjected to existing measures. If the Authority 
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conies to know of any relationship contrary to the AD Rules, the investigation may be 
temftinated. 

(ill) The domestic industry has alleged that no contract or placemeitt of order was 
annexed to the application. The applicants have submitted that it was not mandatory for 
applicants to enter into a written contract or order and in absence of any; statutory rules, 
the i petitioners could not be expected to provide information that might be considered 
necessary. It has been alleged that no list of persons to whom the expcjrter, trader and 
pro^iucer are related have been given to the Authority along with the application. All the 
thr^ applicants gave the factual information in the form of a declaratipn. It has been 
alleced that the trader and exporter were set up in 2004 with the objec|;ive of creating 
evidence to justify present combination of NSR. The mere fact that these companies 
weije ‘newly set up’ during 2004 did not mean that they were created with the sole 
objective of circumventing existing anti dumping duties. 

(iv) i It has been alleged that the price of the subject goods for sale between the 
producer and exporter might have been affected by the relationship between them. The 
prioe at which the goods were sold to unrelated buyers in India and the exj-factory normal 
value was relevant and not the transfer price between related producer ^nd exporter. It 
has! been alleged that no proof in support of the offer from India was provided with the 
application. Names of intending importers in India were not required for the purposes of 
initiating the NSR. It has been alleged that no indication about die quantities proposed to 
be iexported was provided to the Authority in the absence of which they could not 
exa|nine the ‘seriousness’ of the applicant. The antidumping rules do not provide that the 
Au^ority shall initiate an investigation only if the quantities are substantial or above a 
cer^in minimum limit. 

(v) The domestic industry has argued that no separate dumping margins can be 
determined in respect of HWC or Lungo as both of them have not expojrted the subject 
goo(ds; and in respect of ET, dumping margin can be determined only wifh respect to the 
norjnal value prevailing in UAE and not in China under Rule 22 of ADi Rules. Rule 22 
provides for determination of individual margins of dumping for any 'exporters or 
prclducers* in the exporting country in question. In the instant case, the e?^porting country 
is ‘Ichina’ and not ‘UAE’ as the goods have been shipped directly from China PR to 
Indja. Further, Section 9A (l)(c) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 defines ‘normal value’ 
anc( it refers to ‘exporting country or territory’ and not to ‘the country 9f the exporter’. 
Further, the export sale transactions in question consist of a channel! comprising of 
‘Chinese Producer - Chinese exporter - UAE Exporter’. Accordingly, a jingle individual 
dumping margin has been sought for the said channel of sales and not separate dumping 
margins for the producer or exporters involved. 

(vi) The domestic industry has claimed that a NSR shall be conducted ‘periodically’ 
anq not ‘as and when the applications are received’. The applicant has submitted that 
C^TAT has already settled this issue in the appeal relating to NSR l|in which it has 
beeki held that the NSR shall be initiated as and when the applications ate received. The 
saiq decision acts as ‘res judicata’ on the domestic industry. 
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(vii). HWC has submitted that NME questionnaire response was filed by them as per 
old format inadvertently and, in the non-confidential version the response of Lungo had 
been attached instead of HWC, however, subsequently, both HWC and Lungo have filed 
non-confidential versions of their NME responses as per new format. 

(viii) The applicants have filed a detailed submission giving reasons for its claim of 
confidentiality. Confidential version of the questionnaire contains the product sizes, 
grades, etc on a transaction-by-transaction basis and confidentiality has been claimed in 
respect of documents generated/received in case of sales to India since it contains 
business sensitive information which may reveal the HWC’s, hold on various markets, 
hence, claimed confidentiality. Indexed information in respect of investments has since 
been furnished. Notes to the Accounting Statements are confidential in nature as they are 
contained in the audited annual accounts, which are not required to be made available to 
the public. 

(ix) Appendix 1 and Appendix 2 of HWC contained transaction-by-transaction details 
and summary of the information was made available in Appendix 2A and Appendix 3. 
HWC has indicated the number of transactions in Appendix 1 and 2 and information such 
as date, quantity, product code, size, grade, country of export, relationship, invoice 
number, etc on a transaction-to-transaction basis ^e highly business- sensitive and 
accordingly, confidentiality has been claimed in respect of such information. 

(x) Production flow chart has already been given at Page 37 of the non-confidential 
version of the response. List of raw materials used by HWC contain commercially 
sensitive and business proprietary information and claimed confidential. Appendix 8A 
has been filed in the indexed form which shows that 0.19% of total costs relate to the cost 
of goods exported to India whereas the cost of goods exported to other countries 
constitute 99.81%. 

(xi) Name of the sole proprietor of ET has been given in the Certificate and 
Authorization letter has been placed at pages 1 and 2 of the non-confidential version of 
the response. Sales documents were claimed as confidential because of its business 
sensitivity in nature. 

(xii) HWC has stated in its response that its accounts fully comply with the Chinese 
GAAP. - The audited accounts submitted in confidence to the Authority contain a specific 
certificate that the accounts conform to the Chinese Accounting standards. 

(xiii) HWC sells the product concerned to a number of traders other than Lungo. 
Therefore, transaction-by-transaction details furnished by HWC are larger in number as 
compared to the transaction-by-transaction details furnished by Lungo. 

(xiv) The complete information relating to other countries has been submitted in 
Appendix 2 and information in Appendix 3 C has been provided only in respect of New 
Zealand since the producer/trader has considered New Zealand to be an appropriate third 
country within the meaning of explanation (c)(ii)(a) to Section 9A(1) of the Customs 
Tariff Act 1975 for the purposes of determining normal value. 
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(xv) Lungo claimed confidentiality regarding the names and the extent of shareholding 
cif its shareholders but the status and the number of shareholders have been disclosed. 
Lungo has not claimed any adjustment on account of quantities, levels of trade, etc for 
the purposes of effecting price comparison between export price to India and to other 
countries. Since no adjustment has been claimed, the question of substantiating such 
adjustments does not arise. 

(xvi) In terms of clause 6 ‘other matters’ of the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association of ET, a copy of which has been filed confidentially with the Authority, the 
first financial year shall commence in July 2004 and will end in May 2005. The 
successive financial year shall be of 12 months duration ending in May every year. It 
ttnay be noted that the question under E.2 (in the descriptive portion of Exporters’ 
Questionnaire format) requires submission of audited accounts for the last three financial 
years. As stated already, the company itself came into existence in July 2004 and 
accordingly, there are no balance sheets for any previous years. 

(xvii) Since Lungo has used a bi-lingual format (English and Chinese), the same bi¬ 
lingual format has been used by ET. ET has simply used the bi-lingnal format for some 
of the appendices therefore, it is not justified to say that the records of ET were 
maintained in Chinese. ET has exported the subject goods only to India, therefore, the 
question of differences in profit determination, etc does not arise. 

(xviii) The applicants have claimed that neither they nor any of their related producers or 
exporters in the exporting country has made any exports of the subject goods to India 
during the period of investigation. They have further stated that.HWC was established 
\v.e.f.6‘^ June,2001 and Lungo was established w.e.f.25^^ June,2002. Thus the applicant is 
found to be the new entrant to the market in the exporting country, as the period of 
original investigation was April 2000 to 3L‘ March 2001. In support of their claim 
they filed a certification with regard to the above facts. 

■(xix) The objective of New Shipper Review as stated in AD Rules and AD Agreement 
!is very limited and confined to determine individual dumping itiargin of the new 
exporter/producer and does not deals with the injury determination as: in the case of other 
reviews. Therefore, the term periodic as used in the language of AD Rules can’t be 
construed as a period of six months or a period of one year or so fijom the anniversary 
date of imposition of anti-dumping measures on such goods. Further ithe plain reading of 
Article 9.5 makes it crystal clear that the word promptly has been usqd with the intention 
that initiation should be promptly carried by the investigating authorities once they satisfy 
themselves that prima facie information exists to show that the cojnditions set for the 
' initiation of New Shipper Review are satisfied. Therefore, the term periodic used under 
Rule 22 should be interpreted liberally and in conformity of the Article 9.5 of ADA 
which calls for prompt initiation of such reviews. 

(xx) They have submitted that Rule 7 of Indian Anti-Dumping Rules provides for 
treating certain information confidential. Certain information whiclji are either business 
proprietary information or any other information which is by nature confidential (for 
example, because its disclosure would be of significant competitive advantage to a 
competitor or because its disclosure would have a significantly adverse effect upon a 
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person supplying the information or upon a person from whom that person acquired the 
information), or which is provided on a confidential basis by parties to an investigation 
shall, upon good cause shown, be treated as such by the authorities. In this NSR, certain 
business sensitive information has been claimed as confidential such as information 
pertmns to corporate structure, marketing and selling arrangements, accounting and 
financial practices, details about the subject product and other sensitive information 
disclosure of which would be of significant competitive advantage to a competitor and 
would adversely affect the business of the company. The information, ^^hich is not 
susceptible of summarization, has been claimed confidential and adequate reasoning for 
doing so has been provided to the Authority. 

C.III. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY; 

7. The Designated Authority initiated new shipper review keeping in view the 
provisions of the anti dumping rules, which are reproduced below; 

“Rule 22: (1) If a product is subject to anti-dumping duties, the designated authority shall 
carry out a periodical review for the purpose of determining individual margins of 
dumping for any exporters or producers in the exporting country in question who have 
not exported the product to India during the period of investigation, provided that these 
exporters or producers show that they are not related to any of the exporters or 
producers in the exporting country who are subject to the anti dumping duties on the 
product. 

(2) The Central Government shall not levy anti dumping duties under sub-section (1) of 
section 9A of the Act, on imports from such exporters or producers during the period of 
review as referred to in sub-rule (1) of this rule: 

Provided that the Central Government may resort to provisional assessment and may ask 
a guarantee form the importer if the designated authority so recommends and if such a 
review results in a determination of dumping in respect of such products or exporters, it 
may levy duty in such cases retrospectively from the date of initiation of the review 

“Rule 22 clearly specifies the circumstances under which a new dipper investigation can 
be carried out for the purpose of determination of individual dumping margin. Individual 
dumping margin in respect of any exporter or producer fi'om the exporting country in 
question can be determined provided the following two conditions are satisfied, (a) that 
the exporter or producer has not exported the product under consideration during the 
period of investigation, and (b) that exporter or producer shows that they are not related 
to any of the exporter or producer in the exporting country who are subjected to the anti 
dumping duties on the product concerned. In comments to the disclosure statement, 
domestic industry has once again reiterated the same argument that the new shipper 
applicant is not entitled since they are related with the exporters/producers subjected 
with ad duty since the residual duty is applied to all other producers/exporters from 
China. The Designated Authority in the present case on the basis of information filed by 
the applicant found that the exporter or producer has not exported the product under 
consideration during the period of investigation as production of Vitrified/porcelain tiles 
by HWC was started only after 6* June ,2001 i.e, much after the period of investigation 





38 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


in ithe original investigation and they were not found to be related to any of the exporters 
or producers in the exporting country who are subjected to anti dumping duties. In 
sui)port of their claim they have filed the certificate of incorporation having the date of 
coriunencement of business and the Authority also did not find any adverse material 
retarding their claim of a new shipper. None of the interested parties filed any material 
e\|dence regarding the claim of the entitlement of the new shipper. It hap been submitted 
the exporter that 14 companies are directly or indirectly related to the 
prbducer/exporter. It was explained that out of 14 companies 2 are investment companies, 
4 I are trading companies and remaining 8 are producing companies. Of the eight 
producing companies only three companies were producing the subject goods and came 
into existence only after 31.3.2001 i.e., after period of investigation of the original 
investigation. Copies of the enterprise business licenses, along with translated version, of 
th^ group companies were provided to the verification team. It is noted that any of the 
group companies would have exported only after 31.3.2001 i.e, aft^r the period of 
investigation of the original investigation therefore nothing adverse could have been 
assumed against the claim of the new shipper applicant and no material evidence was 
' bijought before the Authority in this regard. 

8. Claims with regard to eligibility of the applicant as a new shipper were examined 
whether the company has directly or indirectly exported the product to India in the 
original investigation. The producer, HWC was set up on 6*" Jime,2001 and it was 
claimed that they did not export the product in the original investigation and in support of 
their claim they filed a copy of business license of the company which shows the date of 
e$tablishment as 6^*’ Jime,2001. The team verified invoices relating to acquisition of plant 
& machinery and copies of the same were obtained. It was found that the company 
purchased equipment required for production of the product concerned after its date of 
incorporation. In view of the above, the Authority holds that new shippers could not 
h^ve directly or indirectly exported the subject goods to India during the earlier period of 
investigation in the original investigation. 

9. During the course of the investigations, it has been observed that M/s Guangdong 
New Zhong Yuan Ceramics Co., Ltd., one of the affiliate shareholders of HWC, had filed 
some information in response to the original investigation. This response was filed 
through one of the importers vide their letter dated 17‘^ Sept., 2001 stating that the 
company has exported the product concerned to India. It was however found that another 
letter was also written to the Authority in that investigation itself, after the said letter, 
siting that this company made no exports in the period being investigated by the 
Authority. In view of the above, it is noted that NYC had neither exported any material 
dtiring the period earlier, investigated by the Authority nor any evidence of exports by the 
s^e was foimd in this present investigation. It is further noted that the claim of the 
applicant is consistent with the claim made before the Authority at the time of original 
investigation when it was claimed that NYC did not export the subject goods in the 
investigation period of original investigation. During the investigation the Authority 
neither found any evidence of relationship of new shipper with any of: the exporters and 
producers in China PR who are subjected to anti-dumping duty nor fmy evidence was 
brought before the Authority. The Authority, therefore, notes that the New Shipper 
Review investigation was initiated in line with the provision laid down; in Rule 22 of AD 
Rules. 
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10. With regard to the argument made by the domestic industry that HWC did not 
place any evidence in support of their claim that there were no difference between the 
goods exported to India and to other countries, it is noted that HWC has filed the sales 
information in the form of Appendix 1 & 2 respectively containing details of sizes/grades 
on a transaction to transaction basis. They have filed information regarding transaction- 
to-transaction details of exports to countries other than India also indicating the names of 
the country. As regards the differences in the number of transaction in responses filed by 
HWC and Lungo, it is noted that HWC has filed the entire transactions of export during 
the POI either through Lungo or any odier Chinese exporter whereas Lungo has filed 
information only to the extent of export sales concerning HWC. It is noted that the entire 
sales data was verified and no discrepancy regarding the number of transaction was 
found. 

11. The Authority also examined whether the applicant’s intention is to circumvent 
the duties by creating “shell” company or by appointing a sole agent of the product and 
whether the intent of the present exercise was otherwise to circumvent the duties earlier 
recommended. During the course of the investigation no material evidence was brought 
to the knowledge of the Authority, which could have otherwise established that the 
applicant is not entitled for a hew shipper review. The domestic industry has argued that 
the sales contract/order was not provided to the Authority prior to the initiation. The new 
shipper has rebutted the argument made by the domestic industry stating that the Indian 
Anti-dumping Rule does not prescribe such provision. On examination of the arguments 
made by the interested parties, it is noted that Rule 22 is silent on the quantity/volume 
required for considering the request of a new shipper review investigation, however, the 
purpose of Rule 22 is to determine the individual clumping margin for a new shipper who 
has not exported during the period of investigation of the original investigation and not 
related wiA any of the exporters/producers subjected to anti dumping duty. In this case 
the new shipper has exported 3732.48 Sq. Mtr. of vitrified tiles during the period of 
'mvestigation which constitutes 0.186% of die total sales of the subject goods of the 
company. 

12. It is argued by the domestic industry that the exporter has kept the vital 
information confidential depriving the opposing interested parties of the right to 
challenge the information and make the meaningful submissions to the Authority. The 
Authority notes that Rule 7 of the AD Rules provides for submission of information by 
the interested parties on confidential basis subject to the condition laid down therein. 
Certain information which are either business proprietary information or any other 
information which is by nature confidential (for example, because its disclosure would be 
of significant competitive advantage to a competitor or because its disclosure would have 
a significantly adverse effect upon a person supplying the information or upon a person 
from whom that person acquired the information), or which is provided on a confidential 
basis by parties to an’investigation shall, upon good cause shown, be treated as such by 
the authorities. Such information shall not be disclosed without specific permission of the 
party submitting it. In this review investigation certain business sensitive information has 
been kept as confidential such as, information pertaining to corporate structure, 
marketing and selling arrangements, accounting and financial practices, details about the 
subject goods and other sensitive information disclosure of wluch would be of significant 
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corruietitive advantage to a competitor and would adversely affect the business of the 
company. The names of the shareholder, percentage of shares, names of suppliers were 
clainked as confidential since these information were claimed to be business sensitive if 
madi available to the other interested parties. Similarly the business licenses were also 
claimed confidential as it would give the other interested parties an imdue market 
advajitage in planning their market strategy. The information claimed conifedential by the 
interested parties was examined by the Authority as per provision imder AD Rules and 
such I information was considered confidential on being satisfied regarding information 
clainied confidential. The non-confidential summary of the information submitted on a 
confidential basis is placed in the public file, which is available for the insjjection, by all 
the interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7) of the Anti Dumping Rules and the domestic 
industry has obtained the copies of the same. 

13. I With regard to interpretation of Rule 22 made by the Domestic In^Justry that the 
related entities of the applicant were subjected to residual anti dumping duties, making 
the applicant ineligible for a new shipper review, it is noted that the argument is not 
main^nable as criteria laid down in the Rule relates to individualy^umpingj determination 

' and 4ot residual anti dumping duty. One of the purposes of ]^le 22 is jto prevent the 
expo^er/producer whose individual margin of dumping has already been assessed and in 
> the nbme of creating new entity solely with a view to circumvent the existing duty rate 
assessed for the exporter/producer. Thereby the restriction would come into operation in 
casesj where such a related company would have obtained an individual margin of 
dumbing in the original investigation to the applicant new shipper under review, 
therefore, it is necessary to examine whether the related parties had exported the product 
concim during the original period of investigation. In view of the above, if the 
interpretation of the Domestic Industry is accepted than none of the producers/exporters 
will be eligible for individual dumping determination as each and every 
exporters/producers from that country would be attracting the residual anti dumping duty 
as deiermined in the original investigation as all other category. 

D. EXAMINATION OF MARKET ECONOMY TREATMENT AND 
I DETERMINATION OF DUMPING MARGIN 

■ j 

; D.I ! Views of Domestic Industry 

14. The domestic industry has submitted that China shall be treated asi a non-market 
economy country in terms of Notification No. 28/2001-Cus (NT) and the Authority shall 
accordingly apply the principles set out in paragraph 8 of Annexure-I to tihe AD Rules. 
Theyiclaimed that the NME questionnaire responses filed by HWC and Lungo were in 
’the 0 ^ format and were highly deficient, therefore, their claim of market economy may 
be rejected. 

D.II ' Views of exporter/p roducer(New shipper), 

15. The views of exporter/producer(new shipper) have been summarised below; 

(i) Both HWC and Lungo have claimed market economy treatment and have 
submitted evidence in support of their claims. HWC was a wholly foreign owned 
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enterprise registered as a company under the Company Law of China. It was established 
on 6.6.2001. HWC was 100% owned by a Macao company named New Zhong Yuan 
Group Company Ltd. The Macao Company was owned by two individuals, one of them 
was a permanent resident of Macao and the other was a Macao passport holder. There 
was no government shareholding in the company. The Board of Directors of the company 
comprised of 3 individuals - of which one was a Macao citizen and the remaining 2 were 
Chinese citizens. None of the Directors were nominated by the Govt, of China or any 
other local government or governmental authority. The Board of Directors was being 
appointed only by the shareholders of the company. 

(ii) Raw materials were purchased by HWC from unrelated suppliers from the open 
market at market driven prices. The prices were determined or agreed upon between 
HWC and its suppliers based on market demand. There were no governmental controls 
over the production of the subject goods or with regard to the procurement of raw 
materials for production of the subject goods. HWC had purchased utilities like fiiel from 
a privately held company and electricity from a State owned Public Utility Company. 
Utilities were charged at normal rates without any special or subsidized rates. They have 
been charged according to the consumption pattern at the prevailing prices charged by the 
concerned supplying companies. 

(iii) Labour was procured from the open market in China and both HWC and Lungo 
have frill powers to recruit and discharge employees. There was no interference from the 
State regarding appointment, dismissal, etc. The wage rate was determined from time to 
time after discussing the same with the employees or representatives of employee unions. 

(iv) Both HWC and Lungo had independent accounting systems that adhered to the 
Chinese GAAP. The accounts reflected the costs and revenues. The accounts were kept 
on accrual basis and the double entry accounting system was followed. The accounts, 
recorded, inter alia, (a) all income and expenses of the company in cash; (b) buying and. 
selling of all materials for the company; (c) companies registered capital and liabilities; 
and (d) payment time, adjustment and transfer of registered capital of the company. The ., 
annual financial statements were required to be submitted to the Board of Directors for 
approval after being audited by independent auditors within three months from the close 
of the fiscal year. The accounts of both HWC and Lungo were being audited by 
practising CPAs every year and the auditors have followed Chinese Independent 
Auditing Standards in conducting the audit. The Auditors have certified that the annual 
accounts conform to the accounting standards for business enterprises and the accounting 
regulations for business enterprises. 

(v) HWC had acquired land on 11.6.2001 on a 50 year lease basis from the People’s 
Government of Xiantang, Dongyuan County, Heyuan City by paying appropriate lease 
rent in advance for the 50 years tenure. The company had acquired additional land on 
similar terms in the year 2003. HWC had claimed that they have acquired the plant and 
machinery from private suppliers upon payment of the applicable market prices to the 
suppliers. HWC had also paid installation/fixing charges for installing the machinery. 

V 

(vi) Since HWC and Lungo were established in the year 2001 and 2002 respectively 
and that they have acquired all the fixed assets from the market subsequent thereto, the 
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question of any distortions being carried over from a non-market economy system did not 
arise. 

(vii) Lungo did not have any loans. HWC had an outstanding loan as on 31.12.2003 
and the same had been repaid during the early part of 2004 and no loan 'sYas outstanding 
during the period of investigation. 

(vifr) Foreign exchange rates were credited to foreign exchange account by using actual 
exchange rates prevailing in the market. There were no restrictions on acquisition of or 
holding of foreign currencies. 

(ix) HWC and Lungo had never entered into any barter or counter trade operations. 
Botlh HWC and Lungo were subject to bankruptcy laws and property laws:that guarantee 
legil certainty and stability for the operations of the firms. They have claimed that the 
conipany is operating as per market economy conditions as the prices sand costs are 
refltctive of market forces, therefore company may be granted MET and normal value 
maj be determined as per para 1 to 6 of annexure-I of AD Rules. 

DJIl Examination by the Authority 

16. The Designated Authority, as per para 8(2) of Annexure I of the AD Rules for the 
purjjiose of determination of Normal Value, proceeded with a presumption that any 
country that has been determined to be or has been treated as, a non-mqrket economy 
country for purposes of an anti dumping investigation by the Designated Authority or by 
the competent authority of any WTO member country during the three years period 
preceding the investigation is a non-market economic country. In the past three years 
WTO members such as EU and USA have treated China PR as a non-market economy 
country in anti- dumping investigations. In the instance case, China PR has been 
projjosed to be investigated as non-market economy Country. 

17. The Authority sent market economy treatment (MET) questionnaires and 
exporters questionnaires to M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR 
(Proiducer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR (Exporter). They filed 
the response in support of their claim of market economy treatment and requested for 
determination of normal value as per para 1 to 6 of annexure-I of AD Rulds on the basis 
of ekport of subject goods to countries other than India since there was no domestic sales 
of subject goods in their home market. In view of their claim of MET treatment, on-the- 
spot verification was carried out at the premises of the responding producer and exporter. 
The.Chinese producer has claimed individual treatment on the grounds that they are 
opeijating under market economy condition irrespective of prevailing economy situation 
in the country without any direct or indirect State interference or influence in their 
business activity. Bureau of Fair Trade, Ministry of Commerce, China PR was also sent 
the mET general questionnaire to provide information regarding tiles industry and 
Government policy related with that industry but no response was filed by them. 

18. In anti-dumping investigations normal value concerning imports originating in 
China PR, shall be determined in accordance with para 7 & 8 of Annexure I of the AD 
Rules. The Authority notes that para 7 of Annexure 1 of AD Rules provides that: 






[^TPTI—1] 


; 3rai%IR»T 


43 


'"In case of imports from non-market economy countries, normal value shall be 
determined on the basis of the price or constructed value in the market economy third 
country, or the price from such a third country to other countries, including India or 
where it is not possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the price actually 
paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted if necessary, to include a 
reasonable profit margin. 

Further Para 8 of Annexure 1 of the AD Rules (as amended) provides that: 

“8 (1) The term *‘non-market economy country" means any country which the designated 
authority determines as not operating on market principles of cost or pricing structures, 
so that sales of merchandise in such country do not reflect the fair value of the 
merchandise, in accordance with the criteria specified in sub-paragraph(3) 

(2) There shall be a presumption that any country that has been determined to be, or has 
been treated as, a non-market economy country for purposes of an anti dumping 
investigation by the Designated Authority or by the competent authority of any WTO 
member country during the three year period preceding the investigation is a non-market 
economic country: 

Provided, however, that the non-market economy country or the concerned firms from 
such country may rebut such a presumption by providing information and evidence to the 
designated authority that establishes that such country is not a non-market economy 
country on the basis of the criteria specified in sub-paragraph (3). ” 

19. It is noted that the responding Chinese producer/exporter furnished information/ 
evidence as mentioned in para 8(3) of Annexure 1 of AD Rules to enable the Designated 
Authority to consider the following criteria as to whether 

a) the decision of concerned firms in such country regarding prices, costs and inputs, 
including raw materials, cost of technology and labour, output sales and investment, are 
made in response to market signals reflecting supply and demand and without significant 
State interference in this regard, and whether costs of major inputs substantially reflect 
market values; 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to significant 
distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system, in particular in 
relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, barter trade and payment via 
compensation of debts; 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee legal 
certainty and stability for the operation of the firms, and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate; 

Provided, however, that where it is shown by sufficient evidence in writing on the basis of 
the criteria specified in this paragraph that market conditions prevail for one or more 
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such firms subject to anti-dumping investigations, the Designated Authority may apply 
the principles set out in paragraphs 1 to 6 instead of the principles set out in this 
paragraph. 

20. Detailed questions regarding ownership, management, control, determination of 

commercial and business policies and on financial situation etc. were ■ addressed to the 
aj^plicant The responses filed by them were analyzed to determine whether the applicant 
exercised a degree of independence from the Chinese Government comparable to what 
wbuld prevail in a market economy country. The Authority sought general and certain 
specific information with regard to the following parameters from the applicants:- 

• Ownership details 

• Shareholding patterns 

• Information on promoter/Tiolding company/companies 

• Constituents of Board of Directors, their legal status and person/party being 
represented by them. 

• Raw Material Inputs and Costs 

• the existence or otherwise of any minimum wage stipulation by the State and 
if the enterprises are free to decide wages as per market demand. 

• Production Facilities and Costs 

• Loans and subsidies 

f Barter Trade/ Counter Trade 

• Profit Distribution 

• Bankruptcy and property laws 

• Exchange rates conversions 

21. In order to examine whether there was any degree of State influence or 
interference over the allocation of resources and decisions of the applicant, whether 
directly or indirectly, the ownership pattern of the applicant was examined. The claims/ 
pounter claims of the interested parties were taken into account and ddtails in this respect 
were verified .The Authority examined the composition of Board of Directors of these 
companies, identity of persons in the Board, their functions, other position held by these 
persons etc. to determine whether there is any interference or involvement of the State in 
the management and working of the companies. The Authority relied upon the relevant 
provisions relating to constitution of Board of Directors, Board of Supervision, General 
Manager, their functions & powers, appointment & dismissal, autonomy of the company 
in matters of appointment etc and the role which State or State owned/controlled 
persons/bodies plays, if any, in such companies whether directly or indirectly. 

22. HWC was a wholly foreign owned enterprise registered as a company under the 
Company Law of China. It was established on 6.6.2001. HWC was 100% owned by a 
Macao company named New Zhong Yuan Group Company Ltd. The Macao Company 
was owned by two individuals, one of them was a permanent resident of Macao and the 
other was a Macao passport holder. Macao based investment company was held by two 
persons and was not involved in selling the subject goods to India during the 
investigation period of original investigation or in this investigation. .NYC, a related 
company was producing the subject goods in the previous investigation period, however. 
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the company did not sell the subject goods to India during previous investigation period. 
The claim of the applicant that none of their affiliates have directly or indirectly exported 
the subject goods was examined and did not find any evidence of exports during the 
investigation period of original investigation. As regards the averment made by NYC, 
China PR in the original investigation, it is found that it was in feet clarified in that 
investigation period itself that NYC had not sold any material to India in that 
investigation period and a letter to this effect had been filed in that investigation itself. 
They provided a copy of approval of NYC for Enterprises with Foreign Trade Rights in 
the People's Republic of China issued by Ministry of Foreign Economy and Trade 
Department, to establish that NYC received permission for exports only after original 
investigation period. 

23. It is noted that the company pjocured electricity from State owned company and 
water from a private company. .>ince electricity procurement was from State owned 
enterprises, the Authority examined me tariff rates at which the company was getting 
electricity. Sample invoices v/ere collected and tariff paid by the company was 
ascertained. It was found that the electricity and water have been charged according to 
the consumption pattern and the prevailing prices charged by the concerned 
electricity/water supply company. 

24. As regards engaging labour, the company claimed that they took all employment 
decisions. There is full freedom to the company with regard to its mode of hiring 
employees and they can be fired also on a very short notice. The terms of engagement of 
labour were generally governed by the labour contract entered between the company and 
the employee. They claimed that the Chinese Government did not provide any benefit 
like housing, medical care etc. however, the company provided accommodation and the 
cost of the same was reflected in the books of accounts as an expense. Salary was paid 
every month which includes basic pay and incentive for good work, howev er, deductions 
were found to have been claimed in respect of insurance and income tax. 

25. It was claimed that the raw materials were purchased from the open market and 
State was not found to be involved directly or indirectly either in procurement or pricing 
of raw materials. It was also claimed that major suppliers of major raw materials were 
neither related with the applicant companies nor State owned enterprises. Business 
licenses of a few raw iftaterial suppliers were also verified . 

26. The bankruptcy and property laws were examined and found that the company is 
free to acquire property. The company claimed that bankruptcy law is applicable to a firm 
when a firm becomes bankrupt and the details regarding the settlement of the dues is 
governed by law maintained under bankruptcy law. 

27. Even though the producer in the present investigations is HWC, the Authority 
found appropriate to examine the claim of market economy treatment to Lungo (exporter) 
2 ilso. Business license of the company was examined and it was found that the company 
is a private company and established on 25^ June,2002 i.e, after the period of 
investigation of the original investigation. On examination of annual reports of Lungo for 
the years 2003 and 2004, it was found that the company maintained its accounts as per 
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generally accepted accounting principles of China PR and there was no adverse 
qiualification by the auditors. 

2i8. HWC is a fully foreign owned enterprise by New Zuang Yuan Group Company 
litd, a company incorporated in Macao. It was found that the Maqao Company was 
oiwned by two individuals - one of them was a permanent resident of Macao and the other 
was a Macao passport holder. In so far as Lungo was concerned, it was owned by 
Guangdong New Zhong Yuan Ceramic Company Ltd (90%) and Mi|. Zeng Chi Hong 
(10%). The first shareholder was a Chinese company registered as a limited liability 
company under the Chinese Company law. The Authority neither found any evidence of 
State ownership in HWC and Lungo nor any evidence was brought by any interested 
parties to show the State involvement in these companie . 

29. The Authority examined the composition of the Board of Directors of HWC and 
l|ungo and there was no evidence to suggest the State interference in the decision making 
of the company. The Board of Directors was responsible for all the operational decisions 
Of the company. In terms of Article XIII of the Memorandum of Assbciation of HWC 
ajnd Lungo, the Board of Directors was the supreme authority of the cjompany to decide 
all significant issues of the company. The Board was also responsible for appointing 
senior staff including General Manager of the Company, complement or modify the 
Memorandum and Articles of the Company, discuss the closure or liquidation of the 
company, approve the financial statement, income and expenses budget and annual profit 
distribution plan and decide to approve all important reports submitted by the General 
Manager of the company. 

30. HWC was engaged in the production of subject goods and other goods and it 
came into existence on 6.6.2001. The land was acquired in 2002 qnd the plant was 
ejstablished thereafter. The company has an installed capacity of 6125382 sq. metres and 
the actual production during IP was 2287468 sq. metres. It was foupd that HWC was 
selling the subject goods through related or unrelated companies in China, wiio in turn 
eixported the subject goods. 

31. The Authority did not find any restrictions on the sale or disposal of the finished 
goods or on the quantity or prices at which the subject goods could be; sold or purchased 
dr exported. 

32. It was also found that the accounts reflected the costs towards depreciation of 
plant, machinery and other fixed assets. Both HWC and Lungo were found to be 
itiaintaining monthly profit and loss statements. It was found that monlfily profit and loss 
^atements alongwith VAT returns were filed with the concerned Chinese Government 
authorities. HWC did not earn any profit and therefore, no dividends were distributed. 
Ii.ungo had earned nominal profits but the Board of Lungo did not recommend 
distribution of dividend so far. VAT refund application made by Luijigo was examined 
and it was found that the VAT refund has been claimed by the comply. It is noted that 
the company is entitled for a 13% VAT refund for their exports of subject goods made 
during the period of investigation. Thus, it is noted that any significant State interference 
\yith regard to prices, costs and inputs including raw materials, costs of technology, 
labour, output, sales and investment, etc. was not found. 
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33. It was found that some of the equipments had been imported from SITI Italy 
through SITI China PR. Wherever the equipments had been purchased locally, it was 
found that they have been procured on payment. It was found that the company had paid 
for the value of the land and also the other fixed assets. The company’s accounts showed 
the charges towards amortization of land and depreciation of other fixed assets. 

34. HWC came into existence only on 6,6.2001, and the evidence on record did not 
show any effects or distortions from the former non-maiket economy system. Similarly 
any evidence regarding barter trade and/or payment via compensation of debts was also 
not found. It was found that both HWC and Lungo were found to be free to acquire 
property. HWC and Lungo claimed that the bankruptcy law would be applicable to Aem 
in Ae event they become bankrupt and it was found that the Chinese property laws and 
bankruptcy laws guarantee certainty and stability for, the operations of the firms. 

35. The exchange rate conversions were also verified from their books of accounts 
and found that the export remittance were converted into the Chinese currency as per the 
exchange rate prevailing on the date of transaction. During the verification visit the 
export invoices were verified to see whether the realized amounts are credited into their 
books of accounts. The Authority observed that exchange conversions have taken place 
at the existing rate, which was more or less stable. 

36. In view of the information provided by the Chinese producer and exporter on the 
issue of its claim of market economy treatment with regard to para 8(3) of Annexure-I of 
AD Rules, the Authority considers it appropriate to treat this company as operating in 
maricet economy since Aey were able to show to the satisfaction of the Aufiiority that 
management and control regarding production, marketing and pricing were in the hands 
of the management of the company, which were found to be independent from state 
intervention. In the light of above examination it was considered to grant Market 
Economy Treatment to the company and determine normal value as per para 1 to 6 of 
Annexure 1 to the Anti Dumping Rules. 

NORMAL VALUE 

37. Under Section 9A(IXc), normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article when 
meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because 0 |f the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall 
be either - 
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(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as detennined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article^in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, as 
detennined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); 

38. The Authority sent exporter questionnaire to M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics 
Co., Ltd., China PR(Producer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR 
(Exporter), for the purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 
19A(li (c) of the Custom Tariff Act. In response to the questionnaire the neW shipper filed 
the information in exporter questionnaire. For computation of normal value in respect of 
similar models/size of vitrified tiles exported to India, it was observed that the company 
did njot have any domestic sales, therefore, the sales to the appropriate third country were 
exaniined and it was not found to be in the ordinary course of trade since these exports 
were i made at loss. Accordingly the cost of production of the exporter ^Yith reasonable 
profit margin has been considered to be appropriate for determination of normal value. 
They have also provided break up of costs of production in prescribed format of all the 
sizes/models/types of the subject goods that have been produced during the period of 
investigation. The element wise cost of production was also verified and reconciled from 
the books of account maintained by the company. The cost of production based on the 
veri$ed data for the product was considered for determination of normal value. Since no 
appropriate trend of reasonable profit could be established, profit @5% on the cost of 
production has been considered reasonable to assess the constructed normal value. 

39. The company has exported only 600x600 size of Vitrified Tiles to India during 
the period of investigation. Based on the methodology explained aboVe constructed 
nonpal value has been determined as RMB ****/Sq.Mtr. 

EXI^ORT PRICE 

40. In response to the questionnaire, the exporter has fiimished invoice-wise/ size- 
wise details of exports made to India during the period of investigation in Appendix-2. 
The; exporter has also furnished copies of invoices in support of the same. The sales of 
the goods from HWC to Lungo were verified from their original records and exports of 
subject goods from Lungo to ET were also verified. The company has exported 3732.48 
Sq. Mtr. of vitrified tiles to India during the period of investigation. At^ustment claimed 
by the exporter in Appendix-3 have been considered to arrive at the ex-factory export 
priqe to India. The exports to India by Lungo through ET were verified and it was found 
that! the subject goods were exported at the F.O.B level. It was found that the aggregate 
am(j)unt of the export sales have been realized vide Bank advice issued by China 
Indiistrial & Commercial Bank. The ex-factory export price of subject goods has been 
determined as RMB ♦***/Sq Mtr. 
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DUMPING MARGIN : 

41. Considering the normal value and export price as determined above, dumping 
margin has been determined It has been found that the exporter has exported the subject 
goods above its Normal Value and hence the dumping margin has heen determined as 
negative. 

E. Final Findings and Reconunendatidns of the Authority 

42. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes that; 

i) Export price of Vitrified/porcelain Tiles exported to India produced by M/s. 
Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd., China PR(I^oducer) and M/s. Foshan Lungo 
Ceramics Co., Ltd, China PR (Exporter) through M/s. Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE 
(Exporter), of Guangdong, China PR is above its normal value during the period of 
investigation. 

ii) The Authority, therefore, recommends that no anti dumping duty be imposed on 
imports of Vitrified/porcelain Tiles falling under Chapter 69 of the Custom Tariff Act, 
1975 produced by M/s. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramics Co., Ltd, China PR(Producer) and 
M/s. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co., Ltd, China PR (Exporter) through M/s. Enterprise 
Trading FZE, UAE (Exporter). 

iii) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act. 


CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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